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EDITOR’S NOTE 


Many years ago, before personal computers and word 
processors became the norm, Ester wrote and published this 
book. With the funding at her disposal, she was able to 
publish a limited number of books. Her wish was always for 
this book to be published again using the new and modern 
technologies we now have at our disposal. Unfortunately, she 
passed away in 2021. I have decided to honour her wish. My 
editing of the manuscript was mostly focused on the layout 
but also a few minor changes for the sake of clarity. I know 
that she would have been very pleased with this endeavour 


while I am delighted that I could have honoured her wish. 


Arie Blomerus 


PREFACE 


In 1968 a book based on the Gospel of Thomas was passed on 
to me. This gospel was discovered a decade earlier in Egypt 
through archaeological surveys at the site of the ancient Nag 
Hamadi and forms part of the Nag Hamadi library of gnostic 
literature. This book led to much research and illumination 
and one revelation clearly came to the fore: Matthew 28:19 
indeed shows clear links with Judaic tradition and seemingly 
found its way into Christianity via gnostic philosophical 


reasoning. 


I grew up in a pentecostal home where Jesus was revered, and 
His wonderful Name uplifted. The strong antagonism against 
baptism in the Name of Jesus always greatly puzzled me. Even 
as a teenager I could not understand why Peter’s instruction 
on baptism differed from what we read in the Gospel 
according to Matthew. Also, why did many Christians reject 
baptism in the Name of Jesus? Anybody who dared to preach 
baptism in the Name of Jesus was labelled as a false teacher or 
deceiver by mainline Christianity and even by Pentecostals. I 
soon discovered that this attitude was not only restricted to 
our day and age but that it has indeed been the case 


throughout the ages and that the Catholic Church was the 
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main propagator thereof. What made it more puzzling to me 
was the marked contrast between Peter’s gospel and that of the 
Catholic Church which lays claim that Peter was their first 
pope. The mystery deepened when I discovered that Matthew’s 
baptismal command was given preference to Peter’s even 
though Peter was held in much greater esteem than Matthew 


by the early church. 


It became clear to me that the Name of Jesus was very 
important for the early church yet lost its significance once 
the apostles of Jesus passed away. The two baptismal formulae 
found in the New Testament, stand in such sharp contrast that 
the two authors seemingly did not share the same viewpoints 
on the meaning and practice of the baptismal act, the 
baptismal rite. The harassing question remains: why do we 
find two baptismal formulae in the New Testament? Why did 
the apostles of Jesus only baptize in the Name of Jesus? How 
did Matthew 28:19 originate? There is, of course, this idea that 
the only formula is Matthew 28:19 and it is claimed that 
Matthew 28:19 is the real form of baptism that must be 
applied. It is also alleged that Peter’s command given on the 
day of Pentecost was not a command that entails baptism by 
one and all. These things are being weighed up in this book and 


I trust that you will be able to draw your own conclusions. 
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My research was mainly inspired by the prophet John’s seven 
letters to the churches in Asia Minor and the Acts of the 
Apostles. As research continued it became clearer by the day 
that Matthew’s baptismal formula was written not only to 
counteract Peter’s command, that is, to exclude the Name of 
Jesus from the baptismal sacrament but to render this Name 
nonentical. Could one reason like that? It was clear to me that 
baptism in the Name of Jesus, although discarded by the 


historical churches, was predominant among the early church. 


The manuscript was circulated to a small group of Christians. 
Some accepted it gladly while others gave it back without 
comment. Some openly rejected it. I soon realized that this was 
something so radical and controversial that it would indeed 
elicit a negative response. Traditional thought looms large 
over the body of Jesus. However, new material threw more and 
more light on the subject. After typing and retyping the 
manuscript, as new material had to be incorporated and 
changes were constantly made to the text, it can now be 
rendered in final form. But is a book ever finalised? I just knew 
that perfection was not my aim. There certainly is scope for 
further research, especially concerning the impact of Judaic 
traditional thought on mainstream Christianity. However, I 


sense the urgency of the matter and the spirit of God 
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constantly urged me to publish it. I feel much time has already 
been wasted, however, I now know that God's timing is always 
right. At this point, while baptism by immersion is becoming 
more and more acceptable in Christian circles, even among the 
traditional churches, the time for publication could not have 


been more appropriate 


I am aware that the subject chosen is controversial, perhaps 
highly explosive. Yet, I believe that the time has now come for 
Christians all over the world to reassume their standing in 
Christ and to confirm their faith once again in One Redeemer 


and One Saviour. 


Although I am straightforward in my approach, I have 
endeavoured to be objective. Where I was seemingly biased by 
ruling out alternative forms of baptism, it was not done 
maliciously but the necessity for uncovering fables and lies 
and the impact on Christianity in general, cannot be 
underestimated. The impact of apostasy on Christian baptism 
was enormous. The truth was indeed exchanged for a lie, just 


as Paul had prophesied.’ 


1 Rom. 1:25 


Once apostasy is accepted as truth, it does not only become a 
conceptual way of thinking but also an emotional issue and 
where emotions are strongly involved, feelings of self-defence 
are set in motion when our perceptions are being threatened. 
Why? Because our normal way of thinking calls for change and 
we do not like it. We do not want our comfort zones to be 
attacked. Therefore, our defence mechanisms come into play 
to resist change. However, how will we grow unless we are 


confronted with new ideas? 


Some may feel that I have elaborated too dogmatically on this 
subject, but this subject calls for an in-depth study. Truth may 
cut deeply but it always sets free! I further wish to point out 
that my research on the Christian Gnostics could perhaps be 
regarded as incomplete, but I advise those interested to pursue 
this field of study further. It was not the purpose of this book 
to probe Gnosticism in depth. Franz Schimel, who wrote his 
book ‘The Mysteries of Mithra,’ remarked that one life is too 
short to cover full research on such a vast field as he had 
undertaken. I fully agree with him, therefore, my great 


indebtedness to books written by great researchers of the past. 


I desire that this book will arouse the interest of Biblical 
scholars or theologians from whose ranks a more complete 


work may perhaps emanate. However, I do realize that as the 
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historic churches and most Protestant churches honour the 
baptism in the Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy 
Spirit, scholars from these ranks are either hesitant or just 


unwilling to adopt an unbiased approach. 


Most Christians also link the baptism in the Name of Jesus to 
the unitarian perspective (the Oneness perspective). An 
analysis of the Godhead was not my aim. Even if we confess 
Jesus as Son of the Most High God, the baptism in His Name 
still applies. I maintain that if the baptism in the Name of Jesus 
is maintained, much uncertaintyand even confusion 
regarding the Plan of God’s salvation through His Son and 
especially the meaning of baptism will disappear. There will 
also be far greater unity among God's children. I also feel that 
those Christians who have a strong affinity for the trinitarian 
form of baptism might perhaps become more tolerant with the 
baptism in the Name of Jesus once they realise what had 
happened to Peter’s command.’ The prophet Habakkuk? says 
that the knowledge of God will fill the earth and God the 
Father purposed and willed it that His Plan of Salvation shall 


hinge upon His Son Jesus the Christ? as the sole mediator 


1 Acts 2:38 
2 Hab. 2:14 
3 Eph. 1:10 
Vil 


between God and Man.' Therefore, baptism unlocks the 
kingdom of God for us, His people, in Jesus' Name thereby 
paying homage to Him as God's chosen King. Therefore, Peter’s 
clear direction on the day of Pentecost: “Repent and be baptized 


in the Name of Jesus...” The name of Y’shua (Hebrew). 


Some authors maintain that the first century Gnosticism was 
rather a Hellenised Judaism or a pre-Gnosticism, that is, a 
conglomeration of Oriental religions, the Mysteries and Greek 
philosophies. Whether it be more of the one and less of the 
other, I can only describe it as diverse streams that converged 
and impacted the early church of Jesus so severely that the 


baptism in the Name of Jesus was for centuries pushed aside. 


In the past, most Christian scholars claimed that Gnosticism 
was a misrepresentation of Christianity, while a Gnostic would 
claim the reverse. It is generally accepted that the Nag Hamadi 
documents date from the third century AD. Also, Gnosticism 
had not yet manifested in the Christian churches in the first 
century AD. However, it is necessary to realize that, when Paul 
warned his assemblies against apostasy prevailing in the 
Christian assemblies, he strongly spoke out against early 


manifestations of Gnosticism which had blossomed so 


‘1 Tim. 2:15 
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profusely in the second and third centuries under gnostic 
leaders such as Marcion, Basilides, Cerinthus (who is regarded 
by some as the first Christian gnostic) and especially 
Valentinus. Once Gnosticism penetrated the Christian 
assemblies, it adapted rapidly and adopted a Christian flavour 
and, in the process, also changed the faith Paul and the other 
apostles of Jesus had so ardently propagated. 


I can perhaps compare the onslaught of Gnosticism on the 
early church to the New Age movement today. Initially, New 
Age was observed and experienced as a new phenomenon, 
then it was gradually accepted as a rival of Christianity. 
However, we have now reached the stage where New Age 
manifestations can indeed be experienced within the Christian 
assemblies. I strongly feel that within 50 years from now on, 
unless God intervenes, a completely new Christian doctrine 
could well emerge or even supersede the mainstream Christian 
doctrine of our day and age. Is this a far-fetched idea? It 
happened to the doctrine that was preached by Paul and his 
fellow apostles. We must keep in mind here the global 
interfaith movement and we do not know what may happen 


once it is set in motion. 


There is evidence that in Paul’s day the first traces of Gnostic 


thought could be detected in the assembly of Colossae and Paul 
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took a strong stand against its influence on the Christian faith. 
He strongly speaks out against the worship of angels,’ a 
gnostic trend, but also a Nicaean trend. Inferences are made 
from Paul’s Epistle to the Colossians? in his propagation that 
Jesus was the expressed image of the unseen Father, that not 
only the incarnation was questioned but also the revelation of 
the mystery of the Godhead revealed in and through Jesus as 
Son of God. That Paul indeed counteracted gnostic influence 
on the body of Christ is certainly no fallacy. He even wrote to 
the Christians that he had a desire to die and live in with 
Christ, but he knew that his presence was of utmost 
importance to them, thereby implying that he could still 


remain among them as a defender of the faith. 


I neither intended to analyse Gnosticism, nor attempted an in- 
depth study of all the facets and intricacies thereof, be it in its 
early phase or Gnosticism proper of the second century AD 
that changed the very substance of the faith’. I have dealt with 
apostate ideas that made their impact on early Christianity. 
Had the church Fathers indeed realized the extent of gnostic 


influence, apostasy would not have manifested so profoundly. 


1Col. 2 
? Chapter 1 
3 Wilson - The Gnostic Problem, p. 81 


It was not my aim to lay bare its full character, ranging from 
emanations to the idea that the world is the creation of lesser 
powers in its fullest sense. Also, whether Gnosticism existed 
before Christianity or originated and developed from the 
Simonian heresy’. What was important to me was to know 
that gnostic thought facilitated the removal of the Name of 
Jesus from the sacrament of baptism and that gnostic 
influence gave momentum to the onslaught against primitive 


Christian doctrine. 


Today much is being done to establish unity among God's 
people, but unless we revert to the gospel that emanated from 
the Upper Room,’ we cannot lay claim to complete revelation 
and unity especially if we exclude the One who has redeemed 
us. The apostle Jude urges the Christian assemblies to strive for 
the gospel that was once delivered unto the saints. This call 
immediately alerts our attention to false doctrines which, at 
the time his short epistle was written, have rivalled with the 


Christian faith. 


Even before the Roman Catholic Church became the sole 


authority on Biblical matters, diverse schisms had torn the 


1 See Acts 8 for the history of Simon the sorcerer and the early church. 
? Acts 2 
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body of Jesus - the very body- which was once so strongly knit 
together, asunder. Many sects flourished in Asia Minor by the 
middle of the second century AD. Church leaders deviated 
from the doctrine of the apostles of Jesus and apostate ideas, at 
the time generally accepted as Biblical truth, consequently 
triumphed. The time was indeed ripe for the unification of 
these apostate sects when the See of Rome, that is, the world 
church already in the making, joined forces with the Empire 


under the leadership of Constantine the Great. 


Perhaps some Christians may accuse me of adopting a too rigid 
approach. However, the baptism in the Name of the Saviour, 
which was an essential truth among the early Christians, was 
substituted for a rival baptism. Paul's prophesy of a new 
movement which was to take place after his departure! was 
fulfilled and likewise, his prophesy that the Master, the One 
who had redeemed us, would be denied. A new order, a new 


Church. 


Many accept that the instruction on baptism in Matthew 28:19 
was uttered by Jesus Himself. It is, therefore, indeed necessary 
to compare Matthew’s baptismal command with Peter’s and to 


become acquainted with theological speculations, social 


1 Acts 20 
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trends, philosophical assumptions, and conformity which all 
had a bearing on mainstream Christianity and even more so on 


the baptismal practices of early Christianity. 


I have often referred to the Hebrew name of Jesus, that is, 
Y’shua. Some believe that it is wrong to mention the name of 
Jesus. According to them, Jesus means “son of Zeus.” However, 
although we know that the Hebrew name is Y’shua, we must 
realize that Zeus never had a son named Iesus (Jesus). 
Although Jesus was supreme over old Roman and Greek gods 
Christians could very well have equalled Jesus to Zeus as he 
was the supreme god in Greek mythology. With the spreading 
of the gospel, parallels were seemingly drawn, especially when 
new converts were addressed. To a Greek, none was higher 
than Zeus. He was omnipotent, almighty, invisible, and 
immortal. Indeed, all the characteristics which the Jews 
attributed to the God of Israel, (Yahweh), were bestowed on 


Zeus. 


When Paul preached the Son of God to the Greeks, his 
followers had never heard of the Man born in Bethlehem who 
was proclaimed by the Christians as the Redeemer of the 
world. They accepted Jesus as the Son of the invincible God. 
There certainly was no god in the Greek mythologies named 


Iesus. This pronunciation (Jesus) became part of Christianity’s 
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identification of her Saviour, for the Man crucified by Pontius 


Pilate and proclaimed by millions as the Son of the living God. 


Iam confident that the early Christian Greeks believed in Jesus 
as the Son of the Living God. The son of Zeus was Apollo who 
was also known as Helios. Each language has its own 
pronunciation and names are usually translated or adapted, 
for instance, Ivan is Russian but it's also John in English and 
Johannes in Afrikaans. However, the name so translated might 
still apply to the same person. It is normally adapted because it 
is difficult for a foreigner to speak or pronounce the original 
language. It is not always easy, and in the process, changes are 
made to the pronunciation of a proper name. The early 
Christians also maintained that the Name of Jesus was exalted 
because he was sacrificed for the sins of the world. Therefore, 


their reference to Jesus as Lord. 


Jesus came in the authority of His Father, but he was not God 
the Father (Yahweh), neither was the Father’s Name Y’shua 
(Jesus). Whether it then be Jesus, Y’shua, Jesu and in what 
language we may honour Him, as long as we have the Man 
born in Bethlehem and crucified for our sins on Calgary in 


mind. Christians also know him as Jesus of Nazareth. 
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Paul left Corinth in about 53 AD. He is regarded by many as the 
founder of the Christian faith and he stated at the Council of 
Ephesus that after his departure vicious wolves would make 
their attack on the fold.’ He also warned that the truth would 
be exchanged for a lie,? and Peter states in his second letter 
that the Master who redeemed the Christians would be 
denied. Paul’s epistle to the Laodiceans is lost, as well as one of 
the epistles to the Corinthians which is generally referred to as 
his letter of tears. There were four letters but two vanished 
and it is alleged that the third and fourth letters were 
incorporated in our existing first and second Corinthian 
letters. Could it perhaps be that, had this epistle been available 
to us (this letter of tears), we would have been able to 
determine in what manner apostasy more accurately had 
manifested? Were these episodes perhaps deliberately omitted 
from our New Testament when the canon of Holy Scriptures 
was compiled in Catholic circles in the fourth century AD, (the 
Vulgate) or had they indeed gone astray? Could it perhaps be 
that archaeological surveys would someday uncover the lost 
manuscripts and throw light on the baptism in the Name of 


Jesus as it was practised by the early Christian church? 


1 Acts 20 
2 Rom 1:25 
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The Jerusalem Bible makes special reference to the four 
Corinthian letters. It is alleged that Jeremy (Jerome) compiled 
the New Testament Vulgate based on Latin manuscripts that 


were in circulation in his day. 


When the New Testament epistles were compiled in the fourth 
century AD in Catholic circles, the Laodiceans objected to the 
incorporation of the Book of Revelations into the canon of 
Holy Scriptures. In the seventh letter, the Laodiceans were 
reprimanded by God for their secular approach to the 
Christian faith.1 We can gather from Paul’s epistles that he 
continually warned against apostasy that confronted the 


Truth. 


During my research, the fate of Papias, a follower of the 
apostle John, caught my attention. In 150 AD, when 
persecutions suddenly erupted against the Christians, he was 
forced to leave Hierapolis, his hometown, in a great hurry. 
However, before his departure, he managed to hide all the 
manuscripts of the apostles he so devoutly had collected, in a 
wall of one of the rooms in his house. What a great day will it 


be if these manuscripts could be uncovered! Were the 


1 (Revelation — seventh letter to the assemblies) 
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manuscripts maybe later removed, especially with Papias’s 


history in mind? 


I strongly feel that modern Christianity cannot solely be 
blamed for discarding the Name of Jesus in baptism, as the 
tradition followed today, was founded by the Church Fathers 
centuries ago. Therefore, my focus is on the early Christian 


era. 


Initially, I wrote a booklet based on this subject in Afrikaans, 
but I never published it. It was just a private copy that I 
circulated to a very small group of Christians before I decided 


to do it in English. 


Finally, I would like to mention that this book would perhaps 
never have seen the light had it not been for my father’s keen 
interest and earnest prayers. He gave tremendous support 
throughout its compilation. The manuscript was prepared by 
me but I also, to a large extent, drew from his vast knowledge 
of church history and in-depth study of the Scriptures. His 
interest and love for the Name of Jesus as well as his 
perseverance under great opposition from the clergy had, 
throughout his ministry, been a great support and inspiration 
to many. Also, my deepest thanks for the prayers of those 


loved ones in Jesus that brought this work to fruition. I would 
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also like to mention that many books were read and discussed 
in the past related to the subject, however, all could not have 
been included in my bibliography. Throughout the years I 
have studied and kept on researching all the time. It was first 
just for my own sake and interest but then God urged me to 


compile and publish this book. 


May God once again arouse the interest of Christians in His 
Son, Jesus our Saviour, and inspire a love for this precious 
Name that was indeed elevated above every other name.' The 


Name of Jesus indeed is: 


e Higher than any other name mentioned in heaven and on 
earth.’ 

e Itis not only beautiful, but in our utterances, we Christians 
must repeatedly refer to it as invincible, glorious, great, 
and marvellous because in this Name all the Power of God’s 
Holy Spirit is contracted. May the Father of our precious 
Lord Jesus, His only begotten Son, be well pleased with this 
writing. For it pleased the Father that He was bruised for 
our iniquities so that we shall receive remission of sin and 


resurrection unto a new life in Christ through the baptism 


1 Eph. 1:10 
2 Eph. 1:21 
3 John 14:26 
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in this Name, which eternally binds us to the cross of 


Calvary. 


And whatsoever ye do, in word or in deed, do all in the 
name of the Lord Jesus, giving thanks to God the Father 


through him.’ (Jesus the Son). 


I feel this book will be incomplete without the reminder to all 
followers of Jesus (Y’shua) that we must earnestly strive for 
the fruits of the Spirit? as the baptism, the outward sign and 
symbol of the death and resurrection of Jesus? must reflect the 
inward working of God’s Holy Spirit. I would like to mention 
that, although Paul’s doctrine was based on faith and grace, he 
never exempted Christians from responsibility for their 
actions and deeds. He, therefore, wrote to the Roman 


Christians: 


Should we continue to live in sin so that God's grace will 
increase? Certainly not! We have died to sin; how then 


can we go on living in it?# 


1 Col. 3:17 (ASV) 
2 Gal. 5 
3 Rom. 6:4 
4 Rom. 6:1-2 (GNB) 
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CHAPTER I 


How DID THE APOSTLES OF JESUS PERFORM THE 


BAPTISMAL ACT? 


The Time Magazine of December 5, 1955, records a baptism that took 


place in about 250 AD as follows: 


The deacon raised his hand and Publius Decius stepped 
through the baptistry door. Standing waist deep in the 
pool was Marcus Vasca the wood seller. He was smiling 
as Publius waded into the pool beside Him. ‘Credis?’ he 
asked. ‘Credo’, responded Publius. ‘I believe that my 
salvation comes from Jesus the Christ, who was 
crucified under Pontius Pilate. With Him I die that 
with Him I may have eternal life! Then he felt strong 
arms supporting him as he let himself fall backwards 
into the pool and heard Marcus' voice in his ear. ‘I 
baptize you in the Name of the Lord Jesus’ as cold water 


closed over him. 


This is the standard practice of the early church reflected in 
this document that was discovered and published in Time 


Magazine. 


Throughout the ages, the baptismal rite has occupied a 


cardinal role in the Christian doctrine. However, I ask: 


e Why did Peter, on the day of Pentecost, give a command 
concerning the baptism which completely differs from 
Matthew 28:19? 

e Why was the baptism in the Name of the Father and the 
Son and the Holy Spirit preferred to the baptism in the 


Name of Jesus? 


It is clear from the Acts of the Apostles that the apostles of 
Jesus baptized only in the Name of their Saviour. However, the 
baptism in the Name of Jesus was later substituted for the 
baptism in the Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy 
Spirit, and today most Christians honour the sacrament of the 
holy baptism according to the Roman Catholic Confession of 


Faith, in the name of the Trinity. 


What gave rise to the rejection of the baptism in the Saviour’s 

Name so that a tradition, totally foreign to the apostles of 

Jesus, gained the upper hand and gradually won popularity to 

the extent that the baptism proclaimed on the day of Pentecost 
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by Peter was finally declared “invalid” (See Editor’s Note 1) by 


the post-apostolic church? 


How terrible! This is how Peter, Paul and all the apostles were 
baptized because they believed that Jesus worked salvation for 


them on the cross and they were Jesus’ hand-picked apostles. 


Editor’s Note 1 


The following is extracted from The Catholic Encyclopedia Vol. 2, Knight of 
Columbus Special Edition 1913 by Knights of Columbus. Catholic Truth 
Committee; Herbermann, Charles George, 1840-1916; Publication date 1913, 
pages 263 -264: 


In addition to the necessary word "baptize", or its equivalent, it is also obligatory 
to mention the separate Persons of the Holy Trinity. 


St. Ambrose (On the Mysteries 4) declares: "Unless a person has been baptized in 
the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Ghost, he can not obtain 
the remission of his sins," St. Cyprian (Epistle 72), rejecting the validity of 
baptism given in the name of Christ only, affirms that the naming of all the 
Persons of the Trinity was commanded by the Lord (in plena et adunata 
Trinitate). 


The mind of the Church as to the necessity of serving the trinitarian formula in 
this sacrament has been clearly shown by her treatment of baptism conferred by 
heretics. Any ceremony that did not observe this form has been declared invalid. 


There has been a theological controversy over the question as to whether baptism 
in the name of Christ only was ever held valid. Certain texts in the New Testament 
have given rise to this difficulty. Thus St. Paul (Acts 19) commands some disciples 
at Ephesus to be baptized in Christ's name: "They were baptized in the name of the 
Lord Jesus." In Acts 10, we read that St. Peter ordered others to be baptized "in the 
name of the Lord Jesus Christ". Those who were converted by Philip. (Acts 8) "were 
baptized in the name of Jesus Christ", and above all we have the explicit command 
of the Prince of the Apostles: "Be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus 
Christ, for the remission of your sins (Acts 2). Owing to these texts some 
theologians have held that the Apostles baptized in the name of Christ only. St. 
Thomas, St. Bonaventure, and Albertus Magnus are invoked as authorities for 
this opinion, they declaring that the Apostles so acted by special dispensation. 
Other writers, as Peter Lombard and Hugh of St. Victor, hold also that such 
baptism would be valid, but say nothing of a dispensation for the Apostles. The 
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most probable opinion, however, seems to be that the terms "in the name of Jesus", 
"in the name of Christ", either refer to baptism in the faith taught by Christ, or 
are employed to distinguish Christian baptism from that of John the Precursor. 


The authority of Pope Stephen I has been alleged for the validity of baptism given 
in the name of Christ only. St. Cyprian says (Epistle 72) that this pontiff declared 
all baptism valid provided it was given in the name of Jesus Christ... Firmilian, in 
his letter to St. Cyprian, implies that Pope Stephen required an explicit mention 
of the Trinity in baptism, for he quotes the pontiff as declaring that the 
sacramental grace is conferred because a person has been baptized "with the 
invocation of the names of the Trinity, Father and Son and Holy Ghost". 


A passage that is very difficult of explanation is found in the works of St. 
Ambrose (On the Holy Spirit I.3), where he declares that if a person names one of 
the Trinity, he names all of them: "If you say Christ, you have designated God the 
Father, by whom the Son was anointed, and Him Who was anointed Son, and the 
Holy Ghost in whom He was anointed." This passage has been generally 
interpreted as referring to the faith of the catechumen, but not to the baptismal 
form. More difficult is the explanation of the response of Pope Nicholas I to the 
Bulgarians (cap. civ; Labbe, VIII), in which he states that a person is not to be 
rebaptized who has already been baptized "in the name of the Holy Trinity or in 
the name of Christ only, as we read in the Acts of the Apostles (for it is one and 
the same thing, as St. Ambrose has explained)". As in the passage to which the 
pope alludes, St. Ambrose was speaking of the faith of the recipient of baptism, as 
we have already stated, it has been held probable that this is also the meaning 
that Pope Nicholas intended his words to convey (see another explanation in 
Pesch, Prelect. Dogm., VI, no. 389). What seems to confirm this is the same 
pontiff's reply to the Bulgarians (Resp. 15) on another occasion when they 
consulted him on a practical case. They inquired whether certain persons are to be 
rebaptized on whom a man, pretending to be a Greek priest, had conferred 
baptism? Pope Nicholas replies that the baptism is to be held valid "if they were 
baptized, in the name of the supreme and undivided Trinity". Here the pope does 
not give baptism in the name of Christ only as an alternative. 


The following is extracted from the New Catholic Encyclopedia by Catholic 


University of America; Publisher New York: McGraw-Hill: 


With regard to the form used for Baptism in the early Church, there is the 
difficulty that although Matthew (28.19) speaks of the Trinitarian formula, 
which is now used, the Acts of the Apostles (2.38; 8.16; 10.48; 19.5) and Paul (1 
Cor 1.13; 6.11; Gal 3.27; Rom 6.3) speak only of Baptism "in the Name of Jesus." 
It has been proposed that we assume that the one being baptized had to confess 


the name of Jesus and that then the minister pronounced a Trinitarian formula 
(Crehan 76, 81). This remains, however, an arbitrary conjecture. (Page 59). 


While it is more obvious in the Matthaean formula (Mt 28.19) that Baptism 
establishes a relationship to the triune God, it is no less true when Baptism is 
given “‘in the name of Jesus.” Since Baptism is an incorporation into Christ, it 
bestows at the same time the Holy Spirit (Acts 2.38; Eph 1.13; Gal 3.14; 4.6) and 
makes us daughters and sons of the Father (Gal 4.6). It is also conceivable that 
“in the name of Jesus” meant nothing more than that the candidate was given 
over to Christ, consecrated to him, and submerged in him (in his death). Though 
there is no clear proof that this phase was really used as a liturgical formula, the 
possibility of its being used thus even as late as the 3rd century cannot be 
excluded (Stenzel 88-93). The validity of Baptism “in the name of Jesus” was still 
accepted in the age of scholasticism. (Page 59). 


An explicit reference to the Trinitarian formula of Baptism cannot be found in 
the first centuries. The Didache, for instance, merely repeats Mt 28.19. In the 
East, St. John Chrysostom (d. 407) is the first to report it: "N. is baptized in the 
name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit" [Baptismal Instructions 
2.26; ed. P. Harkins, AncChrWr 31 (Westminster, Md. 1963) 52-53]. We find it 
in the West already in Hippolytus's (d. 236) Apostolic Tradition (21; Botte LQF 
48-51). (Page 59). 


It was natural to expect the candidate for Baptism to make a profession of his 
Christian faith—all the more necessary in view of the fact that at that time other 
groups had a baptism, e.g., the baptism of John (Acts 19.3). The Ethiopian 
chamberlain, for instance, had first to make a profession of his faith: “I believe 
that Jesus Christ is the Son of God” (Acts 8.37). The profession could be more or 
less explicit. As a matter of fact, the Christological part of the APOSTLES’ CREED 
came into use first (1 Cor 15.34). Trinitarian formulas, however, also spread at 
an early time, and they could have appeared as an extension of Christological 
formulas. P.59 


The Acts of the Apostles (2.38; 8.16: 10.48: 19.5) mentions Baptism "in the name 
of Jesus," which seems contrary to the Trinitarian formula of Mt 28.19 given by 
Jesus Himself. Possibly the meaning of the term in Acts is that the candidate 
invoked or confessed the name and was then baptized for the sake and worship of 
Jesus but with a Trinitarian formula. D. M. Stanley, on the other hand 
["Liturgical Influences on the Formation of the Four Gospels," CathBiblQuart, 21 
(1959) 28- 29], comments in the light of form criticism that the inspired writer 
has probably made Jesus' command to baptize more explicit by introducing the 
words familiarly used in administering the Sacrament. He thinks that to assume 
that Our Lord Himself would have used such a precise allusion to the Trinity 
before the Pentecostal Revelation is to shut one's eyes to the historical process by 
which Christian dogma was gradually imparted to the Apostolic Church. P.65. 
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Beyond all argument remains the fact that the Acts of the 
Apostles written by Luke as a record of the practices of early 
Christianity, clearly proves that the baptism in the Name of 
the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit’ was never 
propagated by the apostles of Jesus. Such practice would 
undoubtedly have been recorded in this document of the early 
church. The quoted extract published in Time Magazine is 
proof that baptism in the Name of Jesus was practised by some 


Christians at least up until about 250 AD. 


However, before I discuss the authenticity of Matthew 28:19 
(the baptism in the Name of the Father and the Son and the 
Holy Spirit) versus the baptism in the Name of Jesus, I would 


like to elaborate on the Name of Jesus. 


According to the Christian doctrine, God the Father chose the 
Name of Jesus for His Son and announced to Joseph through 


the angel Gabriel: 


She (Mary) will give birth to a son, and you are to name 
him Jesus, because he is the one who will save his people 


from their sins.? 


1 Matt. 28:19 
? Matt. 1:21(ISV) 


Jesus is the Greek equivalent for Y’shua (Joshua) the Hebrew 


name for “Yahweh saves” or “Redeemer.” 


Ever since the Fall Satan has acted as the principal opposer of 
God and His Messiah. According to the apostle Peter, Jesus was 
sent by His Father to set man free from the Power of 
Darkness.‘ God in His Providence, had already in the early 
stages of civilization, assigned a Redeemer who would save 
man through the cross of Calvary.” Jesus became Satan’s target 
right from the outset of His ministry.’ Jesus came as Mediator 
between God and man, and was indeed the Servant of His 
Father, to announce freedom to the captives and give sight to 


the blind.* 


While still with His disciples, Jesus warned that they would be 
hated because of His Name. They were identified as His 


followers because they carried His Name. 


Paul who became a follower of Jesus while still a follower of 


the rabbinic tradition wrote to the Philippians: 


1 Acts 10:38 

2 Refer to Isaiah 53 
3 Gen. 3:15 

41 Tim. 2:5 


For this reason God raised him to the highest place 
above and gave him the name that is greater than any 
other name. And so, in honor of the name of Jesus all 
beings in heaven, on earth, and in the world below will 
fall on their knees, and all will openly proclaim that 


Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the Father. ' 


According to this epistle, Paul surely venerated the Name of 
Jesus. After his Damascus Road experience, he knew that Jesus 
had wrought salvation for man and, through his crucifixion, 
God the Father introduced a new and better covenant, making 
all nations participants through the sacrificial blood of His 


Son. Paul encountered the exalted Jesus on that historical day. 


We know that Paul figures prominently in the establishment 
of Christianity as he not only became the elect apostle for the 
heathen people, but he also universalized Christianity. Most 
scholars regard him as Jesus' interpreter. One scholar rightly 
states that Paul was neither theologian nor eschatologist or 
scriptural exponent. He would indeed have been ill at ease 
with the Christianity the theologians have propagated 
throughout the ages because his knowledge and wisdom 


hinged on and can be summarized in one word, EXPERIENCE. 


1 Php. 2:9- 11 (GNB) 


For Paul, Jesus and his Father's existence was not one of 
reasoning and debating but he instead propagated an all in all 
experiential gospel. He was indeed a man filled with God’s 
Holy Spirit. A Jewish author rightly states that Paul changed 


the cause of history. 


It was customary among the heathen people to invoke the 
names of their gods at certain rituals and the Name of the God 
of Israel was venerated in like manner. The risen Son of God 
was introduced to Paul as Jesus, and according to Paul’s 
Judaistic mind, the power of God was released when the Name 
of God was invoked. As the new covenant was initiated 
through Jesus’ sacrificial death on the cross, Paul realized that 
God, the unseen Father, had exalted the Name of His Son above 
all other names.' Also, Jesus introduced the new covenant 
with his sacrificial blood and His followers would naturally 
have been linked to their Saviour by adopting His Name in 


baptism. 


Paul understood the concept of a Redeemer and knew that 
sinful man needed to attain forgiveness through a sacrifice. He 
also realized that the insufficiency of the Law was made 


sufficient for us through the blood of the slain Lamb of God as 


1 Phil. 2:9 


Jesus came to fulfil the Law.’ The message that man could not 
be saved by recurrent sacrifices but only by one Substitute 
who brought redemption once and for all for those who 


believe became a sure foundation for Paul.” 


Paul, the scholar, not only met his Messiah when God opened 
his spiritual eyes on the Damascus Road, but he also realized 
Jesus’ supreme position as Lord crowned above all names, 
principalities, rulers and powers. This is the reason why he 
instructed the Christians in Philippi, who had once been idol 
worshippers that every knee shall bow in honour of the Name 
of Jesus as Lord of the universe, that is, he enforced the idea 
among the Christians that power was released when a name 
carrying divine authority was invoked. This was indeed the 


case with the Name of Jesus. 


According to the epistles to the Philippians and the Ephesians, 
the Name of Jesus figured prominently in early Christianity. 
Christians acquired initiation into the body of Jesus through 
baptism in His Name (the baptismal ceremony or ritual). 


Flemington says:? 


1 Matt. 5:17 
2 Heb. 7:19 
3 Flemington P. 45 
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...the apostles called those who heard their preaching 
to be baptized without distinction of race, but they 
went on to define this new baptism as “in the Name of 
Jesus Christ” ...In accordance with Old Testament 
usage the “name” was a token of ownership. To be 
baptized “in the name of Jesus Christ” signified that 


the convert belonged to Jesus Christ. 


It is clear from this writer that the apostles of Jesus and their 
followers proclaimed that they became the property of Jesus 


through baptism in His Name. 


We may ask: why did the apostles unquestionably uphold 
reverence for the Name of their Saviour and invoked His Name 
at the administering of the sacraments and especially the holy 
baptism? Because the power, the fullness of the Godhead, 
redemption, life, and resurrection, that is, full salvation, was 
manifested through Jesus Christ, the Son of the Living God.! 
That JESUS WAS THE SAVIOUR OF THE WORLD was indeed 
the foundation of the message of the first-century church. The 
angel therefore rightly announced: “...for he shall save his 


people from their sins.”? 


1 Col. 1:15* 
2 Matt. 1:21 (KJV) 
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Jesus was preached by the apostles as the Redeemer of the 
world, the Messiah of the Blessed God. Therefore, the early 
Christians maintained that no act or conduct could be 
performed without the invocation of the Name of Jesus.’ Paul, 
in his capacity as a spokesman for the gentile Christians, gave 


aclear command to the Colossians to this effect: 


Everything you do or say, then should be done in the 
Name of the Lord Jesus, as you give thanks through 
Him to God the Father.” 


Paul surely included the baptismal act or ritual in this 
command. Note, that he says everything you do or say. Acts 


10:48 records: 


So he ordered them to be baptized in the Name of Jesus 
Christ. Then they asked him to stay with them for a few 
days. (GNB) 


The King James version reads: 


and he commanded them to be baptized in the Name of 


the Lord. 


1 Act 4:12 
2 Col.3:17 (GNB) 
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Many regards this scripture as proof that the Name of Jesus 
was not always mentioned at baptism,’ but to whom else did 
the apostles referred to as their Lord, but Jesus? Although Luke 
refers to Jesus as Lord the act would surely have been 


performed in the Name of Jesus. 


...and that every tongue should confess that Jesus 
Christ is Lord... ? 


I would also like to draw attention to Acts 2:36: 


Therefore let all Israel be assured of this: God has made 
this Jesus, whom you crucified, both Lord and Messiah. 
(NIV) 


Why did Peter, on the day of Pentecost, command:? 


...turn away from your sins each one of you, and be 
baptized in the name of Jesus Christ, so that your sins 
will be forgiven, and you will receive God’s gift, the 
Holy Spirit, 


1 Editor’s Note 2 - However, Christians who use the argument that the King James 
translation of Acts 10:48 is proof that the Name of Jesus was not always mentioned at 
baptism should consult some other translations of this text. The New International 
Version; the Amplified Bible; the American Standard Version as well as the New 
American Standard Version; The Berean Bible; the Christian Standard Bible; the 
English Revised Version; the English Standard Version and many other translations 
read “...baptized in the Name of Jesus Christ.” 

? Phi. 2:11 (ASV) 

3 Acts 2:38 (GNB) 
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if the Name of Jesus were nonentical? 


Before Peter gave his command on the day of Pentecost the 
baptismal act was already practised in Palestine. John the 
Baptist and his disciples performed the baptism of repentance. 
However, we must realize that John never baptized in a certain 
name, but he only performed the baptism of repentance 
pointing to Jesus as the Messiah. The apostles of Jesus also 
baptized people before Jesus' crucifixion,’ but they used his 


Name in baptism only after His resurrection. 


It was only after the resurrection of our Lord and after God’s 
Holy Spirit had been sent in power, that Peter could boldly 
inform his audience in Jerusalem that God had raised Jesus 
from the dead and that salvation was only vested in His Name. 
Shortly thereafter he again testified to this effect when he was 
summoned before the Jewish Council.? This apostle who is 
today regarded by the Catholic Church as her first pope was 
convinced that those who desired salvation, had to be baptized 
in the suffering Name for the remission of their sins. The 


Name indeed became a token of ownership, signifying that the 


1John 3:22 - 23; 4:1-3 
? Acts 4:12 
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convert became a follower of Jesus Christ. Note his words: 


“...be baptized in the Name of Jesus Christ...” 


Was the baptismal ceremony, the ritual, excluding the Name 
of Jesus as recorded in Matthew 28:19, that is, in the Name of 
the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit, ever performed by 
the apostles? According to McGiffert:! 


It is difficult in the light of all we know of Jesus' 
principles and practice, and in the light also of the fact 
that the early disciples, and Paul as well, baptized into 
the name of Christ alone, to suppose that Jesus himself 
uttered the words: “Baptizing them into the name of 
the Father and the Son and of the Holy Ghost,” which 
are quoted in Matt. 28:19. But it may be that he 
directed his apostles not simply to make disciples of all 
nations but also to baptize them, as they had, perhaps, 
been in the habit already of baptizing those that joined 
their company. If then, he simply gave the general 
direction to baptize (cf. the appendix of Mark 16:16), 
it would be very natural for a scribe to add the 


formula, “Into the name of the Father and of the Son 


1 McGiffert P. 61 
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and of the Holy Ghost,” which was in common use in 


His day. 


As already stated, Paul gave a command to the Colossians that 


everything must be done in the Name of Jesus.! 


I am sure that he intended this instruction for all his 
assemblies, and if Matthew 28:19 had been practised in his 
day, in the assemblies of Palestine, Paul would surely have 
made mention thereof in his epistles. His ardent interest in the 
Christian doctrine urged him to write more epistles to the 
assemblies than any other apostle. Had any new baptism been 
introduced into his assemblies, Paul would surely have 
referred thereto. However, where he instructed the Ephesians? 
that there is but one baptism, we may infer that, at the time of 
this epistle, trends to practice the baptismal act, the ritual, in 


various ways might have manifested. 


We must further keep in mind that it was in Ephesus that Paul, 
before his departure to Rome, addressed the Elders of the 


Christian assemblies.? Paul warned against apostasy which 


1Col.3:17 
2 Eph. 4:5 
3 Acts 20:29 - 30 
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would be propagated by leaders from his assemblies. Shortly 
after his departure, this prophecy was fulfilled. Wilson! says: 


The false doctrines which are refuted in Colossians and 
in 1 John are still far removed from the later 
elaborations (although they already contained the 
seeds of the third century Gnosticism, i.e., the period in 
which the gospel of Thomas emerged.) Gnosticism was 
not entirely foreign to Christianity, and this added to 
the danger since the gnostic teachers could give a 
Christian colouring to their doctrines while yet 
employing to the full the pagan ideas which they drew 
from their environment. The early Christian Gnostics 
formed their own sects and opposed the mainstream of 


the apostolic doctrine. 


The early Christian era was moulded by ideas arising from 


heathen cults, mysteries, and philosophical ideas. John says: 


My children, the end is near. You were told that the 
enemy of Christ would come; and now many enemies of 
Christ (anti-Christs) have already appeared, and so we 
know that the end is near. These people really did not 


belong to our fellowship, and that is why they left us; if 


1 Wilson: 82 
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they had belonged to our fellowship, they would have 
stayed with us. But they left so that it might be clear 


that none of them really belonged to us.’ 


Even today we can detect the impact of assimilation (the 
mingling of the Biblical gospel with disciplines such as 
humanism, philosophy, and psychology). Religious courses are 
compiled to convince the masses and as a result, are readily 
received because of their assimilative qualities and flavour. 
Every age renders its problems and challenges. Gospel truths 
and practices of old have become “outdated” and, in place 
thereof, glib answers and instant solutions are applied when 
answers do not come as was expected. Modern-day Christians 
seemingly opt for an “armchair gospel” instead of the 
“travailing prayer gospel.” Therefore, the strong leniency 
towards the use of scientific sources to aid Christians with 
problem-solving. There is no intervention of God’s Holy Spirit 
power as it was in the days of the apostles. On a close study of 
the epistles, we can detect this same trend among Paul’s 


adversaries. 


It seems that the sects which severed ties with the apostles 


paved the way for the advent of the Antichrist as absolute head 


11 John 2:18-19 (GNB) 
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of an apostate church. Many apostate streams later converged 


into one massive river with Rome as the seat of power. 


When we compare the early Catholic Fathers with the apostles 
of Jesus, it becomes clear that they deviated from primitive 
Christianity. However, those Fathers must have assumed that 
their gospel was apostolic, yet on close perusal, we can see a 
strong deviation from Paul’s Christianity. Those early Church 
Fathers established a Church Order consisting of rules, rituals, 
ceremonies, and a Confession of Faith which still reverberates 


in the Christian doctrine today. 


SUMMARY 


e The apostles of Jesus baptized only in the Name of their 
saviour, Jesus Christ. 

e Paul warned against apostasy. 

e The baptism in the Name of Jesus was substituted for the 
baptism in the Name of the Father and the Son and the 
Holy Spirit. 

e The gnostic sects rejected the Name of Jesus as they 


propagated that it belonged to this world. 
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e The Catholic Fathers rejected Peter’s command.1 

e What is the Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy 
Spirit? Is it Jesus? 

e The early Christians confessed that they became the 
property of Jesus at the baptism in His Name. 

e Paul commanded that everything be done in the Name of 


Jesus. 


1 Acts 2:38 
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CHAPTER II 


FALSE TEACHERS AND APOSTASY 


THE ENVIRONMENT IN WHICH PAUL PREACHED HIS GOSPEL 


The Graeco-Roman thought was marked by its veneration of 
many gods. Apart from Orthodox Judaism and the esoteric 
ideas of the Hellenistic Jews of the diaspora, the Greek 
philosophies, to a very large extent, were dominating the spirit 
of the time and philosophical ideas such as Platonism, 
Stoicism, the Epicureans and Pythagoras abound. Interwoven 
with the heathen idolatry worship were the mystery religions 
and oriental mystery cults of, amongst others, the sun-god 
cult of Mithra which was initially honoured in Persia and later 
practised by the Roman soldiers who made contact with this 


militaristic religion and then brought it to Rome. 


On studying the pagan idolatry system of the ancient world, 
one soon discovers that the same gods were honoured by 


various nations. Each nation, however, ascribed its own sacred 
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names to its gods. The ruling nation’s gods dictated. According 


to Wilson:! 


These cults spread beyond their homeland, winning 
new adherents, and often causing modifications in the 
religions they met, but they themselves were also 
changed in the process. A cult transplanted to alien soil 
took on new features although it might remain 
nominally and, on the surface, the same as in the land 


of its origin. 


The cult of Mithras also aroused the attention of Nero, and was 
since the time of Commodus (180 - 192 AD), honoured by the 


Caesars.” 


We must realize that the sun-god figured prominently in most 
of the ancient fertility cults. The cult of Mithras had a more 
direct influence and impact on the advent of the Catholic 
Church because of its close affinity to certain Christian values, 
e.g., redemption, blood sacrifice, dedication etcetera. The 
impact on the Roman Church was significant and had a strong 


influence on the Roman Catholic doctrines such as the 


1 Wilson p. 4 
?Cumont p. 85 
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eucharist, the brotherhood and the Pontifex Maximus (Chief of 
the priests). Many attributes contributed to Mithras 
corresponded to those of the expected Messiah. 


In recent years archaeological surveys uncovered remains of 
mithraeums (chapels of Mithra) in ancient Ostia, London, 
Germania, Rome, etcetera. (Baal, the god for whom Israel had 
erected sun pillars, during times of apostasy, was similar to 


Mithra in many ways). 


Another cult was flourishing in Asia Minor, that is, the Cult of 
the Mother Goddess honoured as Cybele in Phrygia also known 


as the Great Mother and as Diana in Ephesus. Cumont! says: 


But even lacking all formal declaration on the part of 
the public powers, there is every reason to believe that 
Mithra, like Attis, whom he had been made to 
resemble, was linked in worship with the Great Mother 
and participated to the full in the official protection 


which the latter enjoyed. 


She was also worshipped as Rhea (Babylon), Isis (Egypt), Isi 
(India), Ceres (Greece), Shing Moo (China) and Asherah (Israel). 


1 Cumont p. 87 
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The fertility goddess, the Queen of Heavens, who had a 
profound impact on the minds of the people played a cardinal 
role in the Roman religious system and was later joined to 
Mithraism. These cults competed with early Christianity and 
one can easily detect traces thereof in Catholicism. Paul, 
therefore, not in vain warned against the subtle influence of 
apostasy on the Christian doctrine. We will recall that his 
preaching in Ephesus caused quite a stir in that harbour city 
and the silversmiths infused a mob attack on Paul when he 
denounced the worship of the goddess Diana, the main source 


of their income. 


I have briefly outlined Paul’s environment wherein he so 
ardently preached the gospel of Jesus. We can surely visualize 
the difficulties he had to cope with to move his audience to 
acceptance of Jesus as Saviour. Apart from the diverse cults 
Paul had to deal with, Judaism proved to be the main adversary 
as many of Paul’s kinsmen regularly clashed with him 
concerning the risen Jesus. We must further not disregard the 
impact of heathen cults and ideas on diaspora Judaism which 


in return infiltrated the Jewish sects. 


The philosophies, the mystery cults and the assimilation of the 
Greek culture gave momentum to a surge in spiritual 


fulfilment and the spirit of the first century (CE) was indeed 
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marked with a longing for esoteric experience. Man searched 
for reason, and many found peace of mind in the mystery 
religions, while others adopted a rational philosophical 
approach. Man has always struggled with unsolved problems 
and a search for Truth, offered by the philosophies and cults 
propagating in new life once mortal man escapes from a 
problem-stricken world, resulted. Immortality of the soul had 
been widely accepted by the heathen people long before the 
Catholic Fathers proclaimed it. Wilson! says that: 


The need was felt for a deeper, more individual and 
personal religion, and this need philosophy and the 


mystery religions attempted to meet. 


At the time of the apostle Paul's mission to the gentiles, a 
certain knowledge or gnosis became a great rival for 
Christianity to such an extent that the Christian doctrine was 
not only attacked but even transformed in the process. The 
Gnostics propagated that they alone possessed true knowledge 
through divine revelation and called themselves the elect. 
They focused their attention on the interpretation of 


Scripture, the existence and origin of God and questions on 


1 Wilson: 64B 
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salvation and eternal life. They even wrote epistles in the 


name of an apostle of Jesus to give validity to their viewpoints. 


In studying the epistles of the early church, especially those of 
Paul, Peter, and John, we soon discover how they warned 
against apostasy. We can easily detect how the founders of the 
Christian faith, especially the apostle Paul, encountered 
serious difficulties in defending Christ's cause against false 
influence. This champion of the faith specifically denounced 
false leaders who openly challenged the Christian faith and 
tried their utmost to overthrow the faith of many. The 


following are but a few examples: 


... holding to a form of godliness, although they have 


denied its power; and avoid such men as these.’ 


In other words, they will bring a doctrine based on the 
teachings of the apostles, which in essence differs from early 


Christianity. 


For you gladly tolerate anyone who comes to you and 


preaches a different Jesus, not the one we preached.” 


12 Tim. 3:5 (NASB 1977) 
2 2 Cor. 11:4 (GNB) 
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Here we can see that Paul’s message of Jesus differed from the 
apostate sect’s concept of Jesus. Keep in mind that the Gnostics 
rejected the person of Jesus and salvation through Him alone. 
They maintained that the Logos, in essence a Platonic 
teaching, appeared in Him. This teaching propagated that the 
Christ (an idea, also referred to as The Reason) - not the Jesus 
who had a pre-existence with the Father! - embodied Jesus, the 
Son. For them, Jesus was a mere channel of wisdom, like His 
“counterparts” Socrates, Plato, or any other Great Scholar from 
the past. This is definitely a vast difference from the Jesus 


preached by Paul, that is, Christ incarnate: 


...and you accept a spirit and a gospel completely 
different from the Spirit and the gospel you received 


from us.? 


It seems that the Corinthians had already been influenced by 


an apostate doctrine. 


Of course such rules appear to be based on wisdom in 


their forced worship of angels, and false humility, and 


‘John 17 
2 2 Cor. 11:4 (GNB) 
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severe treatment of the body; but they have no real 


value in controlling physical passions.’ 


We can detect influences that manifested in early Catholicism: 
guardian angels instead of one protector of our souls, the 
humble ways of living of the priests, monks, and nuns and the 
severe treatment of the body through flagellations, etcetera.” 
Certain gnostic sects held that the body had to be maltreated to 
purify the soul, instead of Paul’s doctrine that salvation can 
only be attained through the shed blood of Jesus Christ. This 


also derives from Mithraism. 
The apostle John wrote in 1 John 4:1 


My dear friends: do not believe all who claim to have 
the Spirit, but test them to find out if the spirit they 
have comes from God. For many false prophets have 


gone in everywhere. (GNB) 


Note John's words “many false prophets”. 


1 Col. 2:23(GNB) 

2? I want to emphasize that these Gnostics worshipped angels, also guardian angels. It is 
clear that the reference in the epistles to the Corinthians where women are instructed 
to wear a covering on the head for the sake of the angels derives from gnostic thought 
that found its way into the Scriptures as Christians only worshipped Jesus and His 
Father. Angel worship had no place in primitive Christian worship, and it was not 
propagated by Paul. 1Cor. 2:18 
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Once the apostles passed away, this false knowledge practised 
by the apostate sects, went forth into the world and since the 
second century AD flourished under gnostic leaders such as 
Basilides, Valentinus, Saturninus, Marcion etcetera. Lebreton! 


says: 


During the early centuries of our era, it (that gnosis) 
invaded the whole Graeco-Roman world, contaminated 
Hellenic religion, and threatened Judaism, before 


beginning its attack upon Christianity. 


Paul wrote most of his epistles at the close of his ministry, 
therefore, we can see his strong stand against apostasy. To 
Paul, the gospel had no value unless it was preached and 
practised in truth.? He never compromised the Truth’. He 
knew that only Truth could set us free,* and to Paul, salvation 
in all its facets revolved around one Saviour, Jesus the Son of 
God. This in essence meant Truth to Paul. False doctrines led to 
an outward form of worship (a religion consisting of rituals) 


without any real power. Paul was a true warrior for the cause 


1 Lebreton: p. 3 
2 1 Cor. 15:1-2 
3 Eph. 4:5 
4 Gal. 1:7-8 
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of Christ, and we focus sharply on him as he was the chosen 


apostle for the gentiles.' 


As we currently face a global onslaught against Jesus as the 
only Saviour, I cannot over-emphasise this spiritual truth, that 
is, that Christians who want to be part of the Bride of Christ, 
must take hold of salvation in Jesus Christ as never before. Just 
as the early church fought Christ's cause against rival 
doctrines, in like manner we will have to take a stand against 
teachings that progressively threaten to overthrow our faith 


in Jesus Christ. 


As this subject matter mainly covers baptismal practices 
rendered to us, I do not intend to elaborate further on the 
revelation and doctrines of salvation propagated by those 
early false teachers. However, I strongly feel Christians must 
keep in mind that apostasy did leave its mark on the Christian 
doctrine, even though it is today alleged that the early Catholic 
Fathers had succeeded in purging Christian truth from 
apostate ideas and carried the gospel immaculately down to 


us. 


‘Gal. 1:16 
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Keep in mind Paul’s statement in a letter to Timothy that the 
Christians in Asia Minor had rejected him as a teacher. Link 
this experience of Paul to his prophecy at the Council of Elders 
that he convened in Ephesus! and we get a clear picture of the 
impact of rival religions on primitive Christianity. We can 
visualise a very sad Paul writing to Timothy that the 
Christians to whom he had preached Christ so vividly, had 
rejected him and had accepted another gospel.” As previously 
stated, the Name of Jesus was completely removed from the 
sacraments shortly after or slightly before the martyrdom of 
this apostle of Jesus. The Jews hated this Name and regarded it 
as a common ordinary name belonging to a dead Jew. 
Therefore, the reference to the historical Jesus was propagated 
by the apostate sects, among whom were also Jews. Keep in 
mind that the Name of Jesus was linked by the apostles to 
Christ, that is, Messiah (Anointed). We should always link the 
word Christ to Jesus because that defines the status of the 
Name that was taken from among the people according to the 
apostle Peter and given to the Son of God. Jesus in Hebrew is 


Y’shua which is connected to deliverance. 


1 Acts 20 
2 2 Tim. 1:15 


31 


One of the sects that regarded the Name of Jesus as an ordinary 


name was the Ophites. According to Wilson:! 


Ophitism can also be used as a general term for a whole 


group of sects with certain common rituals. 


The Jewish element was evident in this sect, and they required 
an initiate to curse Jesus. It was probably to this sect that Paul 


refers in his epistle to the Corinthians.” According to Wilson:? 


They venerated the heavenly Christ (or Logos) which, 
according to their doctrine entered into Jesus at His 
baptism. However, they propagated that His human 
body, His Name and His crucifixion, were of no 
importance in salvation. Therefore, the curse, the 


rejection of the Flesh, i.e., the material form. 


The Catholic Fathers in effect also rejected the veneration of 
the Name of Jesus in the baptismal act. I do not allege that the 
Catholic Church is gnostic, but I maintain that the leaven of 
gnostic ideas regarding the rejection of the Name of Jesus in 
the baptismal act as well as in the formulation of the Catholic 


Trinity and some of her liturgies have indeed made its impact. 


1 Wilson: p. 117 
2 1 Cor. 12:3 
3 Wilson: p. 121 
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Also, Mithraism had an impact thereon. It could be that the 
Catholic Fathers accepted the unutterable Name linked to 
Father Son and Holy Spirit instead of the Name of Jesus 
without precept or question, but the apostle Peter's prophecy 


was fulfilled: 


False prophets appeared in the past among the people, 
and in the same way false teachers will appear among 
you. They will bring in destructive, untrue doctrines, 
and deny the Master who redeemed them, and so bring 


upon themselves sudden destruction.’ 


The Master (Jesus) was denied to the extent that His Name by 
which he was identified as Saviour of the world and wherein 
the apostles acted and performed everything that they have 
been doing for Christ, was removed from the sacrament of 


holy baptism. 


At the time the Catholic Fathers came into the picture, Asia 
Minor had already rejected Paul. We must keep in mind that 
Paul, to a large extent, preached the gospel in that province 
and that Jesus had sent him with a special mission to the 
gentiles. The gospel he delivered unto them was inspired by 


God’s Holy Spirit and God’s wisdom. However, many 


12 Pet. 2:1 (GNB) 
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Christians to whom Paul had preached Christ as the risen Son 
of God, in the end, rejected his teaching and accepted apostate 
ideas. The erosion of the gospel was set in motion there, and 
when the Catholic Church emerged as the Mother Church and 
her Confession of Faith was formulated at the Council of 
Nicaea in 325 AD, the orthodox Christian doctrine had already 
undergone a radical change - orthodox in the sense of 
primitive Christianity, that is, the first century Church 


doctrine. 


Centuries later, the Protestant leaders broke away from the 
Catholic Church and the hand of God was surely manifested in 
and through their ministry, yet those defenders of the faith 
also failed to make a clean break with Catholicism. Catholic 
doctrine was blended into Protestant teachingsand the 
Catholic stamp, perhaps unintentionally, was imprinted on 
Protestantism and even on Pentecostal churches. The latter 
arose, to a large extent, from Protestant ranks. This is the 
reason why the majority today do not practise baptism in the 
Name of Jesus. Christian churches usually rely on the Catholic 
Fathers’ theological perceptions rather than on the teachings 
of Paul and Peter when theological differences must be 


resolved. 
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In the light of the aforementioned, it is clear that one of the 
most serious errors which took root in Christianity was the 
rejection of the Name of Jesus in baptism. The idea propagated 
by the apostate sects, that is, that Jesus was an ordinary, 
common Jewish Name (Y’shua or Joshua) belonging to a dead 
Jew was surely not taught by Jesus’ apostles, as the Apostles 
baptized in this Name linking it to Christ (Messiah) after His 
resurrection. This apostasy emanated from the ranks of those 
false teachers who ousted Him from His own gospel and 
subsequently resulted in the denial of the Master who (had) 


redeemed them.! 


Some scholars maintain that the Gospel according to Matthew 
was written with a Jewish audience in mind. There is 
speculation that this gospel was originally written in Hebrew 
or Aramaic. The baptism in the Name of the Father and the Son 
and the Holy Spirit appears only in this gospel. Can the Jewish 


element be traced here? According to Wilson:? 


The Alexandrians (This influential Catechetical School 
of early Christian era was established in Alexandria, 


and it was renowned for its impressive library - the 


12 Peter 2:1 
2 Wilson: p. 79 
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church fathers Oregon and Clemens studied there), 
consisted mainly of Jewish Hellenists from whose ranks 
the Septuagint (the translation of the Old Testament 
into Greek) emanated. After the Babylonian exile 
many diaspora Jews were contaminated with heathen 
ideas and at the time of Paul’s mission to the gentiles, 
those apostate Jews in return left their mark on 
Christianity. Many of those apostate Jews were 
influenced by gnostic ideas. Gnosticism had a strong 
esoteric quality which satisfied the spiritual needs of 
those who showed a_ strong leniency towards 


philosophical interpretation and the mysteries. 


No wonder Paul warned against philosophies that threatened 


to lead the Christians away from the truth! 


The false knowledge (gnosis) Paul opposed, ultimately rivalled 
with and made an impact on the Christian doctrine in the early 
Christian era (about 50 - 325 AD). It is the period covering the 
impact of the Greek philosophies and mystery cults on 
primitive Christianity and the advent of Catholicism - at first 
general Catholicism and from which pool of catholic thought 
arose the post-apostolic Church. Had the Catholic Church 


followed Peter, whom they revere as the first pope of Rome, 
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she would still have administered the baptism according to 


Acts 2:38. 


SUMMARY 


e Paul warned the early Christians against apostasy. 

e Gnosticism (false knowledge) attacked Christianity. 

e Paul addressed the Elders and warned against false 
teachers arising from his own assemblies.! Asia minor in 
its entirety rejected Paul. 

e A sect refers to any religious group, cult, or denomination. 
It also means “school,” e.g., School of Paul. Tertullus? 
accused Paul of being a "ringleader of the sect of the 


Nazarenes"? 


1 Acts 20 

? Acts 24:5 

3 Editor’s note 3 - Concerning the phrase "of the sect" Barnes says: The original word 
here aipgcews haireseds is the word from which we have derived the term “heresy.” It is, 
however, properly translated “sect, or party...” “Of the Nazarenes” - This was the name 
usually given to Christians by way of contempt. They were so called because Jesus was of 
Nazareth. 
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CHAPTER III 


THE UNUTTERABLE NAME 


The apostle John writes to the early church in his first epistle: 


And this is his commandment, That we should believe 


on the name of his Son Jesus Christ... 7 


The Name of Jesus again comes to our attention when John 


wrote to the Christian assembly in Philadelphia: 


I know that you have a little power, you have followed 


my teaching and have been faithful to me.? 


The King James version reads: 


...for thou hast a little strength, and hast kept my 


word, and hast not denied my Name. 


The rejection of the Name of Jesus, as already pointed out, had 
strongly come to the fore at the end of the first century (CE) 
and by the turn of the second century AD, the Christian 


gnostic sects have substituted the Name of Jesus in baptism for 


11 John 3:23(KJV) 
2 Rev. 3:8 (GNB) 
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the trinitarian formula.’ How did those sects, belonging to this 


category, believe in the Name of Jesus and of God? 


The Christian Gnostics maintained that the actual Name of 
Jesus, the Son of Mary, in which the power of God was vested, 
was an unpronounceable, mysterious name. They maintained 
that this ordinary name (Y’shua/Jesus) was given to the 
historical Jesus. They believed that this Name was devoid of all 
redemptive power. According to their doctrine the Name of 
the Father was that of his Son, that is, both the Father and the 
Son shared the same unspeakable Name. Barth who shows a 
strong affinity for Calvinism maintains that speculation on 
the Name of God resulted in the formulation of the Godhead in 
a Trinity. Research has indeed brought to light that Matthew 
28:19 is indeed the foundation of the Trinity. 


I also quote from the Gospel according to Philip? (also a gnostic 


gospel) 


The Gospel of Philip, on more than one occasion speaks 
of the mysterious name which Jesus bears, a name 
which is not to be pronounced; and also ...one single 


name in the world IS NOT TO BE SPOKEN, the Name 


1 Matt. 28:19 
2 Gartner 122 
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which the Father gave to the Son, which is exalted over 


all things, which is the Father's Name. 


The idea that Jesus had a secret unpronounceable Name which 
was also the Name of His Father, derives from gnostic 
speculation. We must further note that this unpronounceable 
Name was not Yahweh. It was indeed unknown - therefore the 


reference to the Name without any designation. 


If we take into account that the Christian Gnostics had 
differentiated between the human Jesus, also referred to by 
them as the historical Jesus, and the heavenly Christ or Logos 
which according to them manifested in and through Him, we 
may understand why they regarded the Name of Jesus as an 
ordinary name without any redemptive power. To them, Jesus 
has not risen. An unknown secret name was more agreeable to 
their mystical theosophical and speculative mind. In my 
opinion, the abovementioned idea of an unutterable Name 
linked to God culminated in the removal of the Name of Jesus 
from the sacraments and this apostasy directly derives from 


Gnosticism. 


As already stated, the apostles only acted in the Name of Jesus - 
performed everything in His Name, and on making a close 


study of Paul’s epistles we soon realize that Jesus was central 
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to their doctrine. Adolf Deissman! counted the number of 
times Paul uses the expressions in Him, in the Lord, which 
appear 164 times in his 13 epistles. Paul ardently stressed the 
significance of the Name of Jesus in the Christian doctrine and 
commanded the Galatians that if anybody would bring a 
doctrine contrary to the one, he had preached to them, a curse 
be upon the propagator.? Why a curse? To Paul, strict 
adherence to the faith was essential for the attainment of 
salvation, especially concerning divine revelation in and 
through one Saviour. Deliberate deviation spelt anathema to 
this defender of the faith. Disobedience to God was classified 


among the Mosaic curses.’ 


After Paul’s Damascus experience he was so convinced of the 
existence of the living Jesus that he immediately obeyed the 
heavenly call to preach Jesus to the gentiles. That Jesus was the 
Saviour and the power of redemption was vested in His Name, 
was something Paul conveyed to Greek, Jew, and gentiles alike, 
yes indeed to all walks of society.* It was because of many false 
teachers, that Paul had warned against the rejection of the 


authentic, apostolic gospel. 


1 Sangster: 31 
2 Gal. 1:8 

3 Deut. 18 

* Col. 3:17 
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Keep in mind that the Catholic Confession of Faith, which 
includes the baptism in the Name of the Father and the Son 
and the Holy Spirit, was confirmed in 325 AD at the Council of 
Nicaea, by Emperor Constantine. However, propagation of an 
unutterable Name linked to the Godhead had already been 
practised before the convention of this Ecumenical Council. I 
again refer to a quotation from Professor McGiffert’s book 
mentioned previously in this regard. In the light of my 
research, I strongly support this author, that is, that Matthew 
28:19 was indeed added to or altered in the New Testament 
Scriptures by a scribe who confessed the unutterable Name, 
linked to Father, Son and Holy Spirit. Scribal notes throwing 
light on a text were customary among the Jews and sometimes 


became part and parcel of the main text. 


The apostles of Jesus always differentiated between God the 
Father and His Son Jesus Christ. They always honoured God 
the Father through His Son Jesus Christ who was sent into the 
world to redeem man. We can appropriately call the Name of 
Jesus the Suffering Name (the Name baptized in agony in His 
sacrificial blood). It was intimately linked to His suffering and 
death on the cross of Calvary. Our souls are indeed cleansed 


from sin once we receive the baptism in His Name. 
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I maintain that Matthew’s command! was formulated to 
remove the Name of Jesus from the sacraments because of the 
stigma and persecutions linked to it. Also, the Name of Jesus 


was a common Jewish name. Therefore, Peter rightly says: 


...there is no other name under Heaven given among 


men by which we must be saved. 


According to the Jerusalem Bible New Testament’? Matthew 


28:19 was, 


...perhaps a reflection of the liturgical usage of the 


writer’s own time, i.e., about 70 to 80 AD. 


Paul warned his assemblies against apostasy and false teachers 
and the apostle John also drew the Christian assemblies’ 
attention to the proliferation of antichrists (those who were 
regarding themselves as acting in the place of Christ), who 
were spreading false ideas among the early Christians. Those 
“antichrists” were indeed apostate Christians who had once 
confessed to the orthodox faith but later rejected it and as a 
result, became enemies of Christ. We must keep in mind that 


those antichrists were not, as is the general approach today, 


1 Matt. 28:19 
2 Acts 4:12 (MKJV) 
3 The Jerusalem Bible: New Testament, Darton, Longman and Todd, 1967. p. 61 
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atheists, but they had adopted false doctrines under the 
banner of Christianity and alienated themselves from the 
apostles of Jesus. They indeed severed ties with the Head of the 
Body, Jesus the Christ, because they refused to adhere to the 
truth.' You can also detect the same trend in John's second and 
third pastoral letters because he is there contending already 


with the antichrists. 


Keep in mind that the apostle John wrote to his assemblies that 
those antichrists still claim to be followers of Christ.” Paul 
alludes to them when he differentiates between false teachers’ 
Jesus and the Jesus preached by the apostles’. They brought, in 
Paul’s words a different Jesus from the one the apostles of 
Jesus had brought to the people.* Take note of Paul’s appeal to 


the Corinthians:* 


And now I want to remind you, my friends, of the Good 
News which I preached to you, which you received, and 
on which your faith stands firm, that is the gospel, the 
message that I preached to you. You are saved by the 


gospel, IF YOU HOLD FIRMLY TOIT. 


1Col. 1:15 

21 John 4:1 

32 Cor. 11:4 

4 See 2 Cor. 11:4 

5 1 Cor. 15:1-2 (GNB) 
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In this statement Paul undoubtedly professed that unless his 
assemblies remained true to the gospel he had preached unto 
them, their faith would be in vain. There was no substitute for 
the apostolic gospel brought by the apostles of Jesus because 
they received their teaching directly from Jesus who had 


trained them and endowed them with Holy Spirit. 


It was, therefore, necessary for Christians never to deviate 
from this doctrine. The apostate sects, mentioned by the 
apostle John in his first epistle, became the enemies of Jesus 
because they failed to remain faithful and, as a result, 
estranged themselves from Paul’s Jesus. John dealt with a 
spiritual apostasy that had already, in his day and age, gained 
ground and not with a twentieth-century political ideology, 


such as communism.? 


1 Acts 1 and 2 

2 1John 2:18 

3 Many today proclaim that John referred to an Antichrist that will emerge from 
obscurity at a certain point in time when he refers to “antichrists” in his first epistle, 
but it would be wise to adopt a more objective approach. This epistle was written and 
meant for the believers of the first century; John found it necessary to forewarn the 
Christian assemblies against the false teachers who were doing all in their power to 
overthrow the faith with their eloquent arguments and philosophical approach to 
Scripture. I, therefore, maintain that it is absolutely necessary to read John's 
“antichrists” in context. Spiritual death is worse than a physical martyrdom for Christ 
because Christians martyred for Jesus will surely inherit eternal life, while those who 
reject the Truth? will be punished with everlasting death.? Jesus himself said: “Do not 
be afraid of those who kill the body but cannot kill the soul. Rather, be afraid of the One 
who can destroy both soul and body in hell” (Matt. 10:28) 
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A spiritual apostasy carries the seed of death and leads to the 
everlasting destruction of the soul. According to the gospel 
preached by the apostles of Jesus, it was, therefore, necessary 
for Christians to remain faithful to Jesus and the gospel truth! 
even though man-made institutions might threaten our 
physical safety. We may therefore confidently accept that the 
word ‘antichrist’ signifies enmity against Jesus. Those apostate 
sects, although they rejected the Person of Jesus and salvation 
through His crucifixion, still propagated belief in God and the 
Logos. They indeed had an appearance of godliness yet lacked 
the very essence of faith in Jesus which led to a new life in 


Christ. 


The assumption that God is known by many names, is neither 
Judaistic nor Christian. Such reasoning shows leniency 
towards theosophical speculation and Gnosticism. Those 
adhering to this perspective will regard the Name of Jesus as 
nonentical, whereas Paul proclaims that this Name is above all 
names and is indeed a token of ownership. For Christians, the 
Name of Jesus is, and should be, of utmost importance, as also 
is the blood of the Son of God.’ Eastern cultic religions 


maintain that salvation can be attained through self- 


11 cor. 15:1-2 
2 1 John 1:7 
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discipline, self-redemption, and the inner direction of the god 
within man. Remarkably, such ideas can be rechannelled to 


Gnosticism. 


Why is it necessary to draw parallels between religions? It is 
indeed necessary to know that those who adhere to non- 
Christian ideas all deny the divine power God the Father vested 
in the Name of His Son Jesus.’ Ironically, those apostate sects 
confess belief in the Holy Spirit, yet the One who unleashed 
God’s Spirit through His sacrificial death was denied.? 
Likewise, today, many eagerly resort to the Holy Spirit (even 
those Christians who show clear links with New Age) as an 
explanation for their supernatural powers, yet they deny the 
Power vested in the blood of the Lamb, even reverence for His 
Name! The Holy Spirit is always linked to the Name of Jesus 
and the blood of the Lamb.? I maintain that the Name of Jesus 
acts as a shield against error if we utter it in faith. Ironically, 
many cults admit that Jesus was a good man, yet they fail to 


ascribe invincible power to His Name. 


A new trend that is currently manifesting is that Jesus, who 


was appointed as sole mediator by His Father, can be side- 


1 Col. 3:7 
2John 14 
3 Heb. 9:14 
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stepped by directly calling on the Holy Spirit. Such an 
approach is implicitly justified, especially if the enactment is 
done by a professing Christian. However, according to the 
Pauline doctrine! and Jesus Himself,” the Holy Spirit points to 
Jesus as the only Source, and the Spirit of God can only be 
unleashed in and through Jesus Christ the Son of God because 


it is always linked, as I said, to the shed blood of Jesus?. 


What then is the difference between an atheist and an 
antichrist? The former denies the existence of God while the 
latter denies Jesus the rights that God the Father had bestowed 
upon Him. The rejection of the Name of Jesus by John’s 
antichrists culminated in the removal of the Name of Jesus 
from the baptismal act. That baptismal formula that God had 
given us through Peter “repent and be baptized in the Name of 
Jesus.” Peter’s command, however, is not regarded as a formula 
by mainstream Christendom because they prefer Matthew 
28:19 claiming that Jesus had formulated that specific 
wording. We should ask ourselves: what did Jesus say to Peter 
and why was it being recorded in Matthew 28:19 differently, 


totally opposing the apostle Peter's command? 


14 Tim. 2:5 
2 John 14 
3 Acts 2:33, 14:8 
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Unlike today, primitive Christianity never administered 
baptism without first invoking the Name of Jesus. They must 
have known for sure that the act they performed would be 
devoid of power as Jesus' death and resurrection alone enabled 
them to gain victory over Satan. It must be a gross offence to 
Jesus, and indeed to His Father when His exulted Name is 
excluded from the sacraments. God the Father willed salvation 
for us through Jesus’ sacrifice on Calvary. Without the Cross, 
there would have been no New Testament covenantal baptism. 
Besides, Jesus is the Saviour who was sent to reconcile us unto 


the Father. Therefore, Paul and Peter’s commands.! 


Keep in mind that the apostle Jude appealed to the assemblies 
to fight for the gospel that was once delivered to the saints. If 
we are honest in our reasoning, we would see that the leaven 
of those apostate sects which was absorbed into Christian 
doctrine is still today imminent in the Body of Christ. We must 
differentiate between apostolic doctrine, the first-century 
gospel brought by the apostles of Jesus and a post-apostolic 
trend that impacted heavily on the Christian faith causing it to 


deviate from the apostolic truth. It is indeed amazing to realize 


1 Acts 2:38, Col. 3:17 
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that the Name of Jesus has hardly had any significant place in 


the baptismal act, the baptism, since the second century AD. 


Note that the apostle John states: ...even now many antichrists 
have risen up...1 In what respect did those antichrists oppose 
the doctrine of the apostles? They, amongst others, denied that 
Jesus Christ, the Son of God, came into the flesh.* In other 
words, His conception was immaculate. They also denied the 
incarnation of the Son of God. The apostles preached that the 
Son of God took on the form of a servant.? God, the Father, did 
not become flesh, but the Son of God who was sent by His 
Father, took on flesh. Because they denied the truth, they also 
rejected His Name. They also refused to believe Scripture, that 
is, that Jesus had a pre-existence with the Father in the status 
of a holy heavenly Messenger* and was brought forth by 
Almighty God as firstborn of all creation.’ See Exodus 23, the 
bramble bush experience, where Moses had his encounter with 
the Angel of the Covenant, who sent him to Egypt to deliver 
God’s people from the clutches of Pharaoh. Note John's words® 


“every spirit that does not confess that Jesus Christ has come in the 


11 John 2:18 (MKJV) 
21 John 4:1 

3 Phil. 2 

4 Ex. 23 

>Col.1 

6 1 John 4:3 (MKJV) 
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flesh is not of God.” In other words, He came into the flesh and 
therefore must have had a definite existence with His Father 
before He came into the flesh, that is, before he was born in 
Bethlehem. He was sent into the world by the Father to die on 
the cross for the redemption of the world and the purification 
of our souls. He was the sacrifice God desired because the 


animal sacrifices did not bring salvation. 


Let us be clear on this issue: the false teachers, through their 
gnostic reasoning, did not deny that the man Jesus was born in 
Bethlehem. However, they believed that the Logos, an idea, the 
Platonic Reason, appeared in him. In other words, they 
believed that the Logos (the Christ) which had appeared in 
Socrates, Plato, and other great philosophers of the past, also 
appeared in Jesus. In contrast, the apostles of Jesus preached 
that the Son of God took on the form of a servant. He was born, 
He was there. He did not only appear in the flesh; He was made 
flesh. He who had an existence with the Father became flesh. 
The reasoning mind of the Gnostics could accept a mystical 
Christ but not the immaculate birth of Jesus, (that is, his 
incarnation) and for them, the redemptive work on the cross 


was, therefore, a fallacy. 


It should now be clear that the Gnostics’ interpretation of “the 


Christ” as they were apt to refer to Jesus, resulted in the 
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rejection of the message of salvation preached by Paul. Unlike 
early Christians, those Gnostics maintained that the Saviour 
was the psychic Christ, that Jesus was not conceived of the 
Holy Spirit and that His body was only used as a channel for 
the unseen Christ. Their doctrine implied that Jesus’ physical 
existence was devoid of spiritual meaning and consequently 
also His crucifixion. This very idea, says the apostle John, is the 
spirit of error, that is, the antichrist and he, therefore, 


emphasize reverence for the redeeming Name of Jesus.’ 


Gnostic ideas were Christianized, and I maintain that those 
Christians who had once formed part of the assemblies of the 
apostles of Jesus, before they deviated from the Truth,” were 
responsible for the assimilation of apostate theories. They 
became Christ's enemies. They confessed to being Christians, 
but apostle John calls them “antichrists” because of their 
heresies and strong antagonism against Jesus and salvation in 
and through His death and resurrection - salvation only and 
solely through Jesus the Christ. Most Christians today practise 
baptism in the Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy 
Spirit and many still deny that Jesus had a physical pre- 


existence with the Father before He came into the flesh. One 


11 John 3:23 
2 1John 2:18 
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can only marvel at this and agree with Paul that the wonder of 
lies is deeply rooted in mainstream Christian doctrine. The 
apostate sects denied the pre-existence of Jesus as a Celestial 
Being, a heavenly being, a being brought forth by the Father in 
the very beginning and it seems that the Logos theory 
facilitated belief in the Trinity which was generally accepted. 
The following is a quotation from “The Apocalypse of the 


Virgin”! (also apocryphal): 


The Virgin at the Mount of Olives prays to be told 
about the torments of hell and the next world. Michael 
is sent. He takes her to the west: the earth opens and 


discloses the lost who did not worship the Trinity. 


Here we see how the Trinity was propagated by the Gnostics. 
The apocryphal books are mainly ascribed to the early 


Gnostics of the Christian era. 


Most Christians and many leaders of the church maintain that 
the word “antichrist” applies to a mystical Man who will any 
day from now arise to fight against the Church and the saints. 
However, it is ironic that many confessing Christians deny 


that apostasy has already taken its toll and that error is still 


1 James: p. 563 
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today deeply embedded in church dogma and that millions 
have been led astray. Note that the apostle John says:! 


...and this is the antichrist you heard is coming, and 
even now is already in the world. They are of the world, 
therefore they speak of the world, and the world hears 


them. 


Note what this apostle says:? 


And this is His commandment, that we should believe 


on the name of His Son Jesus Christ... 


John would not have written this, had the Name of Jesus not 
been questioned and had apostate theories not rivalled with 


the apostolic teachings. 


Let it be clear: if the Name of Jesus were rejected, as those 
apostate sects indeed had done, then the Man Jesus was also 
rejected. Consider this: in what manner did Jesus reveal 
Himself to man? When Paul encountered Jesus while he was 
travelling to Damascus, his first response to the voice from 
heaven was: “Who are you, Lord?” Did Jesus reply: “I am the Son 


of God?” No, He identified Himself to Paul by His Name Jesus, 


11 John 4:3 & 5 (MKJV) 
2 1 John 3:23 (MKJV) 
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the Name which was known in Palestine, and to which was 
linked the stigma of a criminal death. His Name was therefore 
of great significance and wherever this Name was called upon, 
there He was manifested as Master of the Universe. Jesus was 
alive and the Good News was different from the heathen cultic 
religions which called on dead gods. Wherever the Name of 


Jesus was invoked, there God was revealed in power. 


Many may ask; “What is in a name?” But this Name is different 
from any other!! The Name of Jesus is linked to His acquired 
status. Therefore, Peter’s reference to Jesus as Lord and 
Messiah. By this Name, the Son of God was revealed as Saviour 
to the world, and this Name is linked to a sacrificial death by 


which we have been redeemed. 


Compare Paul’s epistle to the Colossians? with 1 Corinthians 
15:1-2. He gave a command that everything must be done in 
the Name of Jesus. Why then a baptism which excludes the 
Name of Jesus?? If we honour the Name of Jesus, we also 
honour His Father. We do not exclude the Father if we honour 
the Name of Jesus because it was given by the Father to Jesus 


His Son. After all, Jesus is the sole Mediator between the Father 


1 Acts 4:12, Phil. 2:9-11 
2 Col. 3:17 
3 Matt. 28:19 
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and us. God the Father created planet earth for the glory of 
Jesus! and Jesus had to redeem man because of the Fall in the 
garden of Eden. He is indeed our righteousness as He had 
reconciled us unto God the Father. He brought about eternal 
salvation. The Name of Jesus is therefore indeed that Name 
which is to be mentioned in baptism as the sacrament links us 


to Calvary.” 


SUMMARY 


e Why was the Name of Jesus venerated by the apostles? 

e Why was the Name of Jesus regarded as nonentical by the 
apostate sects? 

e Paul warned the assemblies to adhere to his teachings. 

e Paul gave a command to do everything in the Name of 
Jesus. 

e The antichrists opposed the doctrine of the apostles of 
Jesus. 

e The unpronounceable name of the God of the Jews is linked 


to Matthew 28:19. 


1 Prov. 8:22 
2 Col. 3:17; Rom. 6:4 
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CHAPTERIV 


THE HIDDEN NAME OF GOD LINKED TO FATHER, SON 


AND HOLY SPIRIT 


According to most scholars, the Gospel according to Matthew 
was written for the Jews in Hebrew.! It is remarkable that the 
command recorded in Matthews 28:19 appears nowhere else 
in the New Testament but only in this gospel where a certain 
Name (no proper name is mentioned in this command) is 
linked to Father, Son and Holy Spirit. In the light of previous 
statements and research, I maintain that this Name was 
originally the Hidden Name of Jewish speculation, which was 
absorbed into Christianity, either before the martyrdom of 


Paul or shortly thereafter. Wilson? says: 


Quispel (an author who has studied and wrote 
about early Christianity) has urged that the long 
passage about the Name of God (he is referring to 
Valentine's Gospel of Truth) is to be linked with 


1 James, Rieu — Bib. 
? Wilson: p. 163 
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Jewish theories and certainly the references to a name 
which none may pronounce suggests the ‘hidden name’ 


of Jewish speculation. 


The Jews confessed that the true name of God could never be 
pronounced - this would have been sacrilege. It may therefore 
be possible that the Hidden Name of God has found its way via 
Judaism into Christianity. If so, how did it happen? 


We may at this stage confidently accept that the Name of Jesus 
was indeed venerated by the apostles. However, our main 
problem to solve is: why are two baptismal commands 
reported in the New Testament, viz, Matthew 28:19 and Acts 
2:38? If the apostles indeed practised baptism according to 
Acts 2:38, how did Matthew 28:19 originate? 


I would like to pause for a while at the history of ancient Israel 
and early Christianity. After the destruction of Jerusalem in 
586 BC and during the captivity in Babylon and the ensuing 
Dispersion, many Jews did not remain faithful to Orthodox 
Judaism but came under the spell of Hellenistic ideas. The 
Babylonian academies (yeshivas)' left their mark on Diaspora 
Judaism. Those post-exilic Jews did not fully adhere to the 


faith of their fathers but adopted a more interpretive, 


1Dimont: 70 
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philosophical approach to Scripture. Even the Essenes, 
although zealous, did not remain faithful to ancient Judaism 
after their return to Palestine and the establishment of the 
Qumran. During the second destruction of Jerusalem by Titus 
in 71 AD some escaped and settled in Pella (Trans-Jordan) 


where they presumably founded the sect of the Ebionites. 


The Ebionites practised certain Christian ideas. Kingsley 
classifies them among the Gnostics. They adhered to the 
Gospel according to Matthew but rejected Paul. It is clear to us 
that this sect, in their rejection of Paul, who commanded that 
everything had to be done in the Name of Jesus, had 
propagated the same gnostic doctrine, that is, that the Name of 
Jesus was an ordinary name without divine power. Like their 
Jewish forebears, they probably confessed the Secret or Hidden 
Name of God. Before they escaped from the Qumran, the 
Essenes had been known as the Men of the Name. This idea 
alludes to the unpronounceable Name of God that the Gnostics 


propagated. 
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James’ maintains that a certain Lucius, presumably a follower 
of John the Baptist, was the author of the apocryphal Acts of 


John which records the baptism as: 


In the Name of the Lord Jesus Christ and His Almighty 
Father, and the Holy Ghost the Illuminator. ? 


The Acts of John is gnostic. 


If Leucius had indeed been a disciple of John the Baptist it 
could be that the trinitarian baptismal formula of Father, Son 
and Holy Spirit did originate from Jewish Hellenistic circles 
and that Matthew 28:19 perhaps derives from this apocryphal 
writing. Alternatively, the author of the Acts of John followed 
Matthew’s tradition, that is, following Matthew 28:19. There is 
an idea that a branch of John the Baptist joined the Essenes 


and/or they mingled very intimately with the Essenes. 


The Jewish element in gnostic thought is evident enough to 
give scholars the idea of a Jewish origin for the whole 
movement. It is therefore most likely that the Christian 


Gnostics (amongst whom were also Hellenistic Jews) in their 


1James: p. 228 
2 James: p. 264 
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assumption of the Name of Jesus as an ordinary Jewish Name, 
Y'shua, without any divine power, would rather have 
confessed the Secret or Hidden Name linked to Father, Son and 
Holy Spirit. The Hidden Name appealed to the mystical minds 


of the Gnostics.? 


The Gnostics defined the Godhead as a triangle employing 
philosophical speculation and this idea must have found its 
way into Christianity through this movement. Therefore, the 
Christian trinitarian formula. The idea of a gnostic trinity was 
practised in heathen cultic religions, especially in the ancient 
Orient, long before the rise of Christianity. We have no proof 
that the apostles of Jesus ever preached a doctrine of three 
persons in one, sharing equal origin, equal status, and equal 
eternity as proclaimed in the Trinity doctrine. Paul warned 
against quarrelling on words* and it seems that the 
controversy on the person of Jesus and His relation to His 
Father formed part thereof. On a close study of the New 
Testament epistles, we soon discover that the Holy Spirit was 
intrinsically linked to God the Father Himself. Therefore, Peter 
and Paul’s frequent references to God's Spirit. In the Book of 


Acts where Luke mentions “... that the Holy Spirit and us have 


1 Wilson: 110 
2 2 Tim. 2:14 
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decided...” it is clear that God's Spirit had manifested through 
the gift of prophecy when Paul and Barnabas were sent away 
on their mission to the gentiles. The defining of the Holy Spirit 
as a Third Person in the Godhead was left to a later stage in the 
history of the Church, that is when the Catholic Church came 
into full bloom in the second and third centuries with 
spokespersons such as Tertullian, St Jerome, Origin, Clemens, 


Augustine, Athanasius, and Eusebius. 


The trinitarian dogma became the foundation of the early 
Catholic Church which, by the time that the first pope was 
elected, had already deviated from early Christianity (this is as 
early as Pope Linus (63 - 67 AD) who is mentioned by Paul in 
one of his epistles). Keep John's words in mind, that is, that 
some followers of the apostles of Jesus who were among the 
early Christians had left the church and formed their own 
assemblies. Linus could have been one of those apostate 


leaders. 


Jesus was preached by the apostles as the Son of the only true 
God, in other words, the Messiah (Messenger or Malak), the 
right hand of God. 


11 Peter 1:3; Heb. 12:2; Tim. 1:1 
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I would like to mention that Jesus does not, through His 
position as Son acquire an inferior position in the Christian 
religion. He is the key figure in God's plan of salvation. He is 
the chief cornerstone who, according to the prophets was sent 
by God as His Messiah into the world to redeem us. The Jews 
therefore readily accept that the promised Messiah is not God 
Almighty, but God's righthand Chosen One. 


Paul often clashed with the Jews, and he did not have many 
converts among his kinsmen. They refused to accept that God 
had fulfilled the law in Jesus and through Him initiated a new 
covenant for our salvation. Many Christian Jews within as well 
as outside Palestine, maintained ideas contrary to Paul’s, e.g., 


the Ebionites, the followers of Cerinthus. He wrote to Titus: 


For there are many unruly men, vain talkers and 


deceivers, specially they of the circumcision (Jews). * 


In the light of the aforementioned, it is clear to us that the 
baptismal command recorded in Matthew 28:19 which is 
contrary to Acts 2:38 was formulated to remove the Name of 
Jesus from the sacrament of the baptism, so that the Hidden 
Name of Jewish speculation which must have proved more 


acceptable than the Jewish Y’shua or Joshua (Jesus) to some 


1 Titus 1:10 (ASV) 
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branch of the Christian Jews, was then incorporated into the 


Christian gospel. 


SUMMARY 


e The Name linked to Father, Son and Holy Spirit, is indeed a 
mysterious unpronounceable Name. 

e The Name ofthe Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit was 
formulated to remove the “ordinary” name of Jesus (Y’shua 
or Joshua) from the sacraments. 

e The unspeakable Name came from Jewish speculation 

e The trinitarian idea existed long before the rise of 


Christianity. 
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CHAPTER V 


THE DIDACHE AND THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES 


Syria was seemingly a fruitful capital for many apostate ideas 
during early Christianity and demands our attention. Some 
scholars maintain that Christian Gnosticism originated there. 
The Gospel according to Matthew was also written in Syria in 
about 80 AD.' The Didache (the Teachings of the Twelve 
Apostles) on which I will elaborate at a later stage, had made 
its appearance in Syria in plus-minus 96 - 98 AD. Some 
scholars date it a little earlier, around 80 AD, while others date 
it as late as the fourth century AD. The author thereof is 
uncertain. In both these documents, baptism is defined as “In 
the Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit.” The 
Didache should not be taken without question and accepted as 
an apostolic work, that is, emerging from Jesus' apostles' 


ranks. 


As previously pointed out, disregard for the Name of Jesus was 
never propagated by the apostles of Jesus. The Acts of the 
Apostles, written by Luke (the only authentic apostolic Acts 


1 Goppelt: 225 
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written as opposed to the apocryphal Acts) proves that the 
Name of Jesus was highly honoured among them. The 
apostolic doctrine was indeed founded on two sacraments, 
that is, baptism and the holy communion, both instituted as a 


sign and symbol of the suffering and death of Jesus on Calvary. 


Had Jesus not suffered and died, the sacraments would not 
have been instituted. Therefore, baptism is a sacramental act 
in honour of Jesus who ransomed man on Calvary. Although 
the holy communion also directly links us to Calvary and the 
resurrection of Jesus, the baptism was first applied to the 
convert while the holy communion followed thereon. The 
latter is therefore an expression by the convert, the candidate, 
of his belief in Jesus as Son of God and Saviour of the world and 
as a result, it is done in His Name. The Acts of the Apostles 
together with their epistles, clearly prove that God honours 
reverence for the Name of His only begotten Son. Therefore, 


Paul’s portrayal of death and resurrection.’ 


It is indeed a gross error to allege that Peter misinterpreted 
Jesus when he gave his baptismal command on the day of 
Pentecost or that Matthew was aware of a command that is 


different from the one given by Peter on that day. It is asserted 


1 Rom. 6:4 
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that Jesus himself gave Matthew an instruction on baptism, 
but we must realize that Peter was the chosen apostle to lead 
Jesus' flock. He was chosen by Jesus himself as the first leader 
of the Jerusalem Church. Matthew was therefore subordinate 
to Peter who was also regarded as a spokesperson for the early 
Church. Jesus gave the keys of the kingdom to Peter, and he 
opened the door to salvation in his speech on Pentecost day. It 
is, therefore, unlikely that Jesus would have given Matthew a 
baptismal command that differs so remarkably from the 
instruction Peter gave after the outpouring of the Holy Spirit 
on the day of Pentecost. Some scholars assert that it was not 
the apostle Matthew who wrote the gospel written in his name 
but that this gospel derives from various sources. There is also 
an idea that the Gospel According to Matthew derives from, or 
is based on, the Gospel According to the Hebrews. It was 
customary among the Jews to interpret Scripture and it could 
be, as is alleged by McGiffert, that a scribe thought it best to 
word the baptism in such a way as to give credit to a general 


trend. Dimont! says: 


The idea of having interpreters proved popular and 


became a permanent institution in Jewish life. Because 


1 Dimont p. 70 
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it was decreed that no part of the Bible could remain 
obscure, a school known as Midrash (meaning 
‘exposition’) developed. These expositors of the Bible 
became highly respected members of every Jewish 
community and foreshadowed the academies, or 
yeshivas, to be founded by the Jews at the beginning of 
the Christian Era. 


Justin Martyr’ kept a record of noteworthy events which 
happened in his day and he, as early as the middle of the 
second century AD., practised baptism in the Name of the 
Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit without ever referring 
to Matthew 28:19! Could it perhaps be that he derived the 
baptismal formula from the Didache already referred to, 
which document records the baptism as in the Name of the 
Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit? If not, we can assume 
that Justin pursued a tradition already established in his day. 


Lebreton says: 


Simon? claimed to have come down amongst the Jews 
as the Son, in Samaria as the Father and in the other 


nations as the Holy Ghost.? 


1 Barnard op. cit. 
2 Acts 8 
3 Lebreton: 5 
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This author also asserts that Gnosticism obstinately opposed 
Christianity by “following the latter from Syria to Rome itself.” 


He further goes on and says: 


Simonian Gnosticism was entirely pagan in its origin 
as well as in its development. At one moment it seemed 
to have become converted to Christianity in the person 
of Simon; then it once more separated from it and 
adopted an attitude of uncompromising hostility. 
Other forms of Gnosticism were to arise, in the very 
bosom of Christianity itself, and were to endeavour to 
twist in the sense of their own fancies the inflexible 
firmness of the Christian faith and morals. The first 
attempts were hesitating and timid, but from the 
beginning the apostles realised the danger involved and 


opposed them with all their strength.! 


Keep in mind Paul’s warning against false teachers and 
heresies. The apostle John as early as the first century AD 


found it necessary to warn the Christian assemblies: 


1 Lebreton 
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These things have I written unto you, that ye may know 
that ye have eternal life, even unto you that believe on 


the name of the Son of God.! 


Why did he emphasise recognition of the Name of the Son of 
God and what is the Name of the Son of God other than the 


Name that was announced by the angel, that is, Jesus? 


What was the difference between the followers of the apostles 
and other sects which already thrived in the first century? The 
followers of the apostles were Christians who practised 
everything in the Name of Jesus. For them, Jesus was the pivot 
on which the Gospel revolved. Anybody who contradicts this 
statement, whether lay or clergy, should re-investigate. John 


writes to the church in Pergamum: 


I know where you live, there where Satan has his 
throne. You are true to me, and you did not abandon 


your faith in me...? 
The King James Version reads: 


I know thy works, and where thou dwellest, even where 


Satan’s seat is: and thou holdest fast my name, and 


11 John 5:13 (ASV) 
2 Rev. 2:13 (GNB) 
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hast not denied my faith, even in those days wherein 
Antipas was My faithful martyr, who was slain among 


you where Satan dwelleth. 


Note that Jesus says, “has not denied my faith.” So, Antipas was 
martyred for the Name and sake of Jesus. There is a difference 
between “my faith” and “my name.” Faith entails the name, 
but the name is central to the faith. That was the faith that He 
delivered unto His apostles, and which was meantto be 
adopted and to be practised by every Christian follower of 
Jesus after Pentecost day. That is why God entrusted that 
gospel to Peter who opened the gate to salvation in the Name 


of the Son of God. 


Scripture proves that the assembly of Pergamum’s faith in 
Jesus' Name was appreciated by our Lord Himself. There was at 
that time in Pergamum a prominent School of Philosophies 
which flourished in that city, also a chapel erected for the 
much-honoured Mithra. By giving credit to Jesus and 
specifically divine authority in His Name, the Christians were 


to win victory over the ruling powers of that city. 


At this stage, we may keep the following in mind: there were 


those Christians who sided with Jesus and who acknowledged 
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the redemptive power in His Name, versus those who rejected 


His Name - 


e due to the bloody persecutions linked to His Name, 
presumably because of Jewish influence; and 


e because of the philosophical approach to the gospel. 


Thus, two opposing groups, one apostolic the other non- 


apostolic. 


It seems that these were the main reasons for the removal of 
the Suffering Name from the act of baptism. On studying the 
pastoral epistles of the apostle John, we soon realize that this 
apostle also regarded the Name of Jesus as of utmost 
importance and that Jesus' Name held a special place in the 


early church. 


SUMMARY 


e The power of Darkness and the Power of Heresy 
propagated against Jesus. That is why they removed the 
name from baptism because this Name spells deliverance, 
salvation, redemption. 

e The Acts of the Apostles is authentic and were compiled by 


Luke, a direct follower of the early church. 
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e Peter did not refer to Matthew 28:19 when he gave his 
baptismal command.’ 

e The Teachings of the Apostles (The Didache) (although 
read in the Christian assemblies after the martyrdom of the 
apostles - post-apostolic times) was not a first-century 
apostolic writing. 

e Jewish influence is evident in the Didache. 

e The Didache can be regarded as a heretical book, a non- 
apostolic book that does not pertain to the first-century 
apostolic church. 

e It was a document that emerged from sects that had joined 


the apostles and who later left the apostles. 


1 Acts 2:38 
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CHAPTER VI 


BAPTISM IN THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO MATTHEW 


WHY THE BAPTISM IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND THE SON 


AND THE HOLY SPIRIT APPEARS IN MATTHEW’S GOSPEL 


Millions of Christians regard Matthew 28:19 as the most 
important scripture in the New Testament. They indeed all 
follow, at least concerning this baptism, in the footsteps of the 
Roman Catholic Church. This Church’s entire doctrine is based 
on this trinitarian formula. The Catholic Church even 
concedes that everyone baptized according to Matthew 28:19 
is indeed Catholic. If Peter intended his baptism to be read 
through Matthew's Gospel, why did he then not rather have 
said: Repent each and every one of you and be baptized in the 
Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit, but instead 
he specifically gave his command in the Name of Jesus the 


Christ? 


Could it be that the Holy Spirit was aware of a secret command 
given exclusively to Matthew by Jesus? Would such a 
statement not be blasphemous as it would indeed question 
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Almighty God's integrity? We may therefore confidently 
accept that Peter did not have Matthew 28:19 in mind when he 


gave his baptismal command. Manley’ says: 


The good news proclaimed by the apostles in the 
primitive days of the Christian Church may be traced 
in outline in the Acts and Epistles, and we never trace 
the trinitarian form of baptism in either the Acts of the 


Apostles or the Epistles. 


Did not Jesus himself say that where two or three witnesses 
shall agree on any matter their word shall stand?? Paul 
confirmed Jesus’ words. Why would Jesus have spoken 
ambiguously to his disciples? A different command, especially 
one given to only one of His followers - not even a leader of the 
Church - would surely have disrupted unity, a prerequisite to 
the sound functioning of the early church. We must also 
realise that Paul acknowledged Peter as the leader of the 


church in Jerusalem.* 


It is a fact that the three thousand souls who were added to the 


Jerusalem Church on the day of Pentecost, all underwent 


1 Manley p. 319 
? Matt. 18:16 
32 Cor. 13.1 

4 Gal. 2:8 
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baptism in the Name of Jesus according to Peter’s command 
that day. This command was indeed an outflow of the 
outpouring of the Holy Spirit on that historic day. The 
foundation of the Church of Jesus on earth was laid there. Did 


Peter not clearly say: 


EACH AND EVERY ONE OF YOU be baptized in the 


Name of Jesus Christ for the remission of your sins? 


If it is alleged that the Gospel according to Matthew was 
written by the apostle Matthew, then it must also be borne in 
mind that Matthew must surely have been present on the day 
of Pentecost when Peter gave his baptismal command.' This is 
regarding the apostle Matthew who was chosen by Jesus. He 
was a tax collector and was chosen as one of the apostles. How 
could he then have been aware of a command given personally 
to him by Jesus and, to crown it all, contrary to that given by 
Peter on the day of Pentecost? Surely, he would have corrected 
Peter, wouldn't he? Please note that I do not reject the Gospel 
according to Matthew in toto, but I do maintain that if 
Matthew 28:19 indeed derives from Jesus himself, the apostles 
would surely have carried this command fourth as basic to the 


Christian faith. 


1 Acts 1:13 
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Remarkably, the Catholic Church, along with the apostate 
sects from which she arose, as well as the historic churches 
following after the Reformation, still to this day administer 
baptism according to Matthew 28:19. If we take into account 
that baptism in the Name of Jesus alone was eventually 
deemed invalid by the Catholic Church, this immense impact 


is not surprising. 


It is clear that Matthew 28:19 was not compatible with the 
mind of primitive Christianity.' This command derives from a 
later period when philosophy made its full impact on 
Christianity. Remarkably, Matthew 28:19 is never 
substantiated in the New Testament. Most churches defend 
the Catholic Confession of Faith along with the baptism in the 
Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit (thereby 
implicitly claiming that Jesus Himself denied His own Name) 
whereas Jesus had promised that His Father would send the 
Holy Spirit in His Name and that our prayers shall be answered 
accordingly.’ If the Father denies the usage of His Son’s Name 
in baptism, it would imply that He indeed denies the 


redemptive work of His Son on Calvary! Keep in mind that 


1 Refer Ch. VIII 
2 John 14:26 
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baptism is explicitly linked to Jesus' death and resurrection.' 
Also, note that Paul states in his epistle to the Hebrews that the 
New Covenant was instituted by the blood of the Son. Some 
claim that Paul did not write this epistle, rather Apollos but, on 
close research one will soon discover and see the Pauline hand 
in this letter. Paul goes further and links our baptism directly 


to the death and resurrection of Jesus. 


Many ask: why follow Peter and Paul? Is Jesus’ word not of 
much greater importance? Consider this: Why would these 
two apostles who lived so closely to Jesus have misinterpreted 
Him on the very crucial issue of baptism. Both were founders 
of the early Church and God Himself had given proof of their 
anointing through their respective remarkable ministries. 


Peter and John once prayed: 


And now, Lord, take notice of the threats they made 
and allow us, your servants, to speak your message 
with all boldness. Stretch out your hand to heal, and 
grant that wonders and miracles may be performed 


through the Name of Your holy Servant Jesus.? 


1 Rom. 6:4 
2 Acts 4:29-30 (GNB) 
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God answered their prayers and miracles, and signs indeed 


followed their ministry. 


God the Father also proved that He had vested His power in the 
Name of his Son Jesus Christ so that miracles could be 
performed in this Name on the word of the apostles. Would 
Jesus have permitted His messengers to err and mislead their 
followers and continue to confirm their message with signs 
and wonders? This seems unlikely. Jesus also revealed Himself 
through Paul’s ministry in a remarkable way and gave him 
outstanding knowledge concerning the mysteries of God’s 


ways to man. 


Something to consider is that although Paul never consulted 
Peter after his repentance and his Damascus experience, his 
gospel corresponded very closely to that of Peter’s. He spent 
three years in Arabia and did not see the apostles for fourteen 
years after his first encounter with Peter.1 No wonder Paul 
instructed the Ephesians? in one baptism only and it is clear 
that this baptismal act was only administered according to his 
command recorded in Colossians 3:17. It can therefore fairly 


be accepted that Paul’s gospel was an extension of Peter's, 


1 Gal. 1:11 
2 Eph. 4:8 
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however, of much greater impact. Luke wrote about it as 


follows:! 


...all the things that Jesus did and taught, from the 
time that he began His work until the day He was taken 
up in heaven. Before he was taken up, He gave 
instructions by the power of the Holy Spirit to the men 


He had chosen as His apostles.” 


For forty days after Jesus’ death, He showed Himself to them 
many times, in ways that proved beyond doubt that He was 
alive; He was seen by them, and he talked with them about the 
Kingdom of God. And when they came together, he gave them 


His order: 


Do not leave Jerusalem, but wait for the gift My Father 
promised, that I told you about. (My paraphrase) 


1 Acts 1:1-4 (GNB) 

2 As many false apostles arose after the twelve chosen by Jesus - Paul was chosen for 
the gentiles by Jesus Himself - it must be accepted that those were the only apostles 
chosen, as the criterion for promotion to this high office was that each of the apostles 
had seen Jesus alive during His earthly ministry. Also, Mattathias was chosen through 
the casting of lots whereas the apostle Matthew was chosen by Jesus Himself 
according to Matthew 9:9 and Paul was chosen by Jesus as well. According to Paul, 
being an apostle meant: “Truly the signs of an apostle were wrought among you in all 
patience, signs and wonders, and mighty deeds.”® Keep in mind that Paul, when he 
defended his apostleship, said that he had seen Jesus.? Where he dealt with the 
hierarchy in the assembly in his epistles, he merely pointed out that God had chosen 
apostles, also prophets, etcetera. Jesus Himself taught that His disciples should be 
equally yoked together, the one serving the other. Where official ranks are discussed 
by Paul, he surely meant an order of “first among the equals.” 
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They had to wait for the outpouring of the Holy Spirit, the 
endowment of the Spirit of God which was about to happen on 


Pentecost Day. 


Attention must specifically be directed to Acts 1:2 quoted 
above. It was Jesus who instructed His apostles to assemble in 
the Upper Room so that they could be endowed with power 
from on high. It is therefore ridiculous to assert that Peter gave 
his baptismal command in the Name of Jesus only to perform 
the sacrament according to Matthew 28:19 (in the Name of the 
Father the Son and of the Holy Spirit). There is no evidence for 


such a statement. 


After the Holy Spirit was poured out’ Peter could, under the 
inspiration of the Spirit, give a command that not only was 
repentance necessary, but that baptism had to follow thereon 
in the Name of Jesus the Christ. God the Father, through His 
Holy Spirit, was witness to the death of Jesus who was 
sacrificed for the remission of man’s sins. As stated before, 
baptism was a sign and symbol of the death and resurrection 


of Jesus Christ our Lord and Saviour.’ 


1 Acts 2:2 
2 Rom. 6:4 
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On his way to Damascus to persecute the Christians, Paul was 
confronted by Jesus Himself. It was the same apostle who, 
after his Damascus encounter with Jesus, was called by his 
Saviour to preach the gospel to the gentiles. He later gave a 
command recorded in Colossians 3:17 which includes 
baptism, that is, that everything, every act they did had to be 
performed in the Name of Jesus to the glory of God the Father. 
We must note that Paul gave his command to the heathen 
people because many allege that the apostles on the one hand 
baptised the Jews in the Name of Jesus (Y’shua) and on the 
other hand, baptised the heathen converts in the Name of the 
Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit. However, there is no 


evidence to support this. 


Peter himself said that there is no other name that can save.! 
Paul, the great scholar, was presumably well versed in the 
mythologies of the East as well as the Greek philosophies. 
According to the mystery religions, it was believed that at the 
death of the person his soul migrates and passes through 
spheres until it has ultimately attained purity. After re-joining 
the reservoir of the souls of the dead it again falls into matter 


at conception. Some heathen cultic religions maintained that a 


1 Acts 4:12 
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deceased’s soul could intercede for a person in need (Baal 
worship). This theory is basic to reincarnation. Paul came with 
a new Christian approach, and he instructed Timothy! that 
there is no mediator between God and man but Jesus. 
According to the gospel of the apostles of Jesus, Christians 
became acceptable to God once they received the remission of 
sin through the Name of His Son (the Sufferers Name),? 
therefore, the burial (the baptism of the old man of sin, the old 
Adam or the Adamic nature) in the Name of Jesus? who is the 


Saviour of the world. 


According to most theologians and scholars, the gospel 
according to Matthew was not the first written gospel in the 
early church although it appears chronologically first in our 
New Testament. It is generally accepted that the Gospel 
According to Mark was the written gospel. According to Papias 
(c. 75 - 150 AD), this Gospel was written by Mark as he had 


heard it from Peter. 


I would like to emphasize that Matthew and Mark are not in 


agreement on the baptismal formula. We read in Matthew: 


11 Tim. 2:5 
2 1 Cor. 6:11 
3 Rom. 6:4 
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Go then, to all peoples everywhere and make them my 
disciples: baptize them in the Name of the Father and 
the Son and the Holy Spirit,! 


and in Mark: 


Whoever believes and is baptized will be saved; 


whoever does not believe will be condemned.? 


We can see there is a difference; the one is just to make 
disciples, and the other one makes ‘he who believes’ a 


prerequisite to baptism. 


In Matthew 28:19 there is an illusion to forcibly move converts 
to acceptance of Christ, whereas in Mark 16:16 the doctrine of 
the early church based on free will is evident. The command 
“|,.make disciples” could have implications of infant baptism 
which was a later practice of the Catholic Church era. Matthew 
28:19 also excludes the prerequisite of repentance before 
baptism whereas Mark 16:16 includes faith as a prerequisite. 
“He who BELIEVES and is baptized shall be saved.” A remarkable 
difference between baptism as ritual and baptism taken by the 
convert in faith flowing from the conscience because our 


conscience has been awakened and now, we know that we can 


1 Matt. 28:19 (GNB) 
2 Mark 16:16 (GNB) 
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accept Christ only in faith and because we believe we submit to 
baptism. Matthew’s “make disciples and baptize them,” implies 
an act of indiscriminately bestowing discipleship and forcibly 
expanding the Kingdom. Faith is not even mentioned as the 


determining factor in the candidate’s life. 


It could very well be that such an approach justified infant 
baptism as cognitive development, a prerequisite for Mark’s 


baptism, could then be overruled. 


It was customary for the apostles that the baptism could only 
be performed in the Name of the Redeemer of the world, Jesus 
Christ. Therefore, the command in Acts 2:38, because they 
confessed that the remission of sin was linked to the Name 
and the Name was again a symbol of the One who died for our 


sins: 


All the prophets spoke about him, saying that all who 
believe in him will have their sins forgiven through the 


power of his name.’ 


God’s Name played a prominent part in Judaism and this idea 


extended to Christianity. 


1 Acts 10:43 (GNB) 
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Paul, therefore, writes to the Ephesians that God the Father 
elevated the name of His Son ABOVE EVERY NAME 
MENTIONED. Isaiah, the Messianic prophet of the Jews, 
prophesied that we will be saved through His wounds.' Yes, 
the forgiveness of sin was offered by a High Priest who had 
brought an everlasting sacrifice with His very own blood to 
work salvation and eternal life for all who believe in Him. 
Indeed, we would have had no access to God the Father had it 
not been for the crucifixion of Jesus Christ. Unlike apostate 
religions, cults, Jesus did not come in his own Name, that is, in 
His own authority. It was indeed the Father who bestowed 
authority in His Name after His obedience unto death 
(Hebrews). According to Peter, God the Father made Jesus Lord 
and Messiah, that is, Master and Redeemer, after His 
resurrection.’ Jesus says in Matthew 28:20 that all power in 


heaven and on earth was bestowed on Him by His Father. 


Paul states in his epistle to the Corinthians‘ that many false 
apostles existed in his day. He referred to leaders who 
perverted the truth and who caused division through their 


false teachings. The false teachers were mainly the Christian 


1 Isa. 53, Isa. 8:18, Heb. 2:13 
2 John 8:1, 5:20 

3 Acts 4 

42Cor.11 
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Gnostics among whom was Simon Magus, the sorcerer,’ who 
had converted to Christianity but later again renounced the 
Truth. Wilson? mentions that Simon Magus was proclaimed by 
many as God, and he himself claimed to be Father, Son and 
Holy Spirit. This sorcerer especially opposed the apostle Paul's 
teachings with his magic, thereby indoctrinating many so that 


they left the early Christian assemblies. 


Many turned their backs on Jesus and the apostolic doctrine 
and were led astray by false teachers. Note how the apostle 
John refers in his pastoral epistles to false leaders and 
specifically mentions Diotrephes who refused to obey the 


apostles and especially the apostle John.? 


The persecutions which were instigated by the Jews against 
the apostles of Jesus followed their teaching in the Name of 
Jesus, and the Jewish Sanhedrin forbade them to speak in the 
Name of Jesus. Would it not then have been a means of escape 
for certain sects to rather substitute the Name of Jesus in 
baptism for another name to escape from the persecutions and 
the contempt? The heathen peoples, the gentiles, could 


perhaps not understand that a name, an ordinary name which 


1 Acts 8:18 
2 The Gnostic Problem: 100 
3 3 John 1:9 
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also belongs to ordinary man, Y’shua (many Jews were named 


accordingly) could have divine qualities. 


Paul who was regarded as an apostle for the gentiles, clearly 
preached Jesus as the Christ so that the title of Messiah was 
linked to the name Jesus. Also, the divine authority of the Lord. 
Paul says that God the Father took this name (Jesus) from 
among men and exulted it ABOVE ALL NAMES.’ It corresponds 
with the gospel of Peter. God the Father further decided to 
unite everything in heaven and on earth in and through Jesus 
Christ as Head of the assemblies. Yes, Jesus was indeed made 
Lord and Messiah after His resurrection and this name (Jesus) 
was, so to say, baptized in His blood, that is, immersed in His 
sacrificial blood. He is indeed Jesus of Calvary and all the 
blessings emanating from His crucifixion contract in His 


Name: 


He is dressed in a robe dipped in blood and His Name is 


the Word of God.” 


Jesus is the Word of God.? The Word became flesh according to 
John's gospel. Note that the prophet John says that this man on 


1 Eph. 1 
2 Rev. 19:13 (ISV) 
3John 1:1 
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the white horse fights His battle in righteousness.’ Peter 
testified before the Sanhedrin that God made Jesus Lord and 
Messiah, therefore His title Lord Jesus Christ. 


The bloody persecutions linked to the Name of Jesus which the 
Christians had suffered under Nero, Diocletian, Domitian, 
Trajan, etcetera, were a consequence of their reverence for 
Jesus instead of Roman gods, and what persecutions did they 
not suffer who vented their disapproval against the Church 


doctrines enforced on them during the Middle Ages. 


Remarkably, Jesus never permitted His Name to be linked to 
persecutions. Bainton? mentions the execution of the Spanish 


doctor, Servetus (Michael Servero) as follows: 


For his heresy, Servetus was burned in effigy in 
Catholic France and de facto in Protestant Geneva. 
While he was passing through the Swiss city in 1553, 
he was recognized and indicted by John Calvin, with 
whom he had earlier corresponded but who had 
repudiated the Spaniard's anti-Trinitarianism. The 
town council of Geneva conducted a trial and 


pronounced the sentence that, because of his errors, 


1 Rev. 19 
2 Bainton Vol. 2: 54 
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Michael Servetus should be burned at the stake, “in the 


name of the Father, the Son and the Holy Ghost.” 


Calvin signed the death warrant of Michael Servero on behalf 
of the Protestants, and it was co-signed by the Catholic 
Church. 


It was in those days customary among the established church 
to condemn a heretic in this way. Today we know that many of 
those so-called “heretics” were indeed martyrs for Jesus 
because they spoke out against the heresies and corruption of 
the Church of the Middle Ages. Not that I am saying that 
Servetus was right in everything but there were many like 
Servetus who also did not bring the full truth, yet they were 
never martyred like him. The Mother Church had incorporated 
into her doctrine many man-made ideas, and those who did 
not obey the Church’s rules and regulations were downright 


labelled and condemned as heretics. 


Bloody persecutions were launched against those who 
ministered in the Name of Jesus instead of obeying the general 
church tradition, that is, the Name of the Father and the Son 
and the Holy Spirit. Throughout the ages, the Name of Jesus 
hardly enjoyed the status Paul and his contemporaries 


bestowed upon it. The real meaning and power linked to this 


90 


Name were only centuries later re-discovered, but it was never 
embraced by the majority and accepted as Biblical truth in 
baptism. Jesus rightly said: “you will be hated of all men for My 


1 


Name’s sake. 


For some godless men have slipped in unnoticed among 
us who distort the message about the grace of our God 
to excuse their immoral ways, and reject Jesus Christ, 


our only Master and Lord.” 


In what manner was Jesus rejected? They rejected salvation 
through Him, and the authority God vested in His Name. He 
had given Himself freely as a sacrifice for the sins of the world, 
and through Jesus, God the Father reconciled us unto Himself. 
Therefore, Jesus will at the end of days appear before the 
throne of God His Father? presenting the redeemed He had 
bought with His blood. 


Jesus alone conquered Satan.* Without His crucifixion, there 
would have been no eternal life. Paul instructs the Philippians 
that Jesus Himself has spoiled principalities and powers and 


made a show of them openly on the cross of Calvary. Because 


1 Luke 21:17 (KJV) 
2 Jude 1:4 (GNB) 

3 Heb. 2:13 

4 Col. 2:15 
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Jesus conquered Satan, we are now also able to conquer him 
but only in and through the Name and the blood of Jesus Christ 
because God the Father vested all power in heaven and on 
earth in this powerful Name.' His Name was endowed with 
God’s Holy Spirit. He received authority from His Father and 
was made both Lord and Messiah. He was crowned as such 
after His resurrection and was acknowledged by the Father as 


His Son by His Name. 


It is remarkable that the mainline churches refused to use the 
name of Jesus in baptism but use this name freely when they 
come against the power of Satan. Why? They fully know that 
this Name alone is victorious. This name alone can set the 


captives free. 


Ever since the cross was planted on Calvary, it was God's will 
that man must be saved through the sacrificial death of His 
Son. God reaches out to us through Jesus His Son, just as he had 
reached out to Israel in the ancient days through His Angel, 
His Messenger? whom we now know has revealed Himself in 


Jesus Christ, our Lord.? ! 


1 Eph. 1:21 
2 Ex. 20:22; Jos. 5:14; Ps. 2; Jud. 2:1; Jud. 13; Ps. 34:7 
3 Mal.5:1 
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Therefore, the apostles baptized every convert in the Name of 
Jesus because they confessed that through His crucifixion 
Christians were saved, and through the baptism, they were 


united with the suffering and death of Jesus. 


As the baptism in the Name of Jesus was maintained by the 
apostles of Jesus and their followers, it still goes for Christians 
today. We must therefore believe in the Name of Jesus and 
confirm our faith by being baptized in His Name which alone 
can sanctify.” Christians of the early Church proved their faith 


in Jesus as Lord and were baptized in His Name as proof of 


1 The Angel of the Lord, revealed in and through Jesus, was revered by the apostles of 
Jesus. Read how Stephen, before he was stoned to death by the Jews, dealt with this 
issue. He at length explains how deliverance was wrought for Israel from the hand of 
Pharaoh through the intervention of this Angel (Malak, i.e., messenger. Acts 7:35, also 
read Heb. 1). Here Jesus was exalted by His Father above His companions, the angelic 
hosts. The Catholic Church condemned this interpretation and resorted to the Logos 
theory which does not accommodate the Angel of the Lord fully as it should. It is just 
made a mere reason, in other words, an abstract thought. A Jewish scholar from 
Alexandria, Philo (a contemporary of Paul) asserted that the sabbath was instituted in 
honour of the Angel of the Lord. Note that Jesus said to the Pharisees (when they 
reprimanded Him for permitting his disciples to pick some heads of grain on the 
Sabbath): “For the Son of Man is Lord of the Sabbath” (Matt. 12). We must also not 
confuse the Angel of the Lord with an ordinary angelic being. The latter formed part of 
the hosts of angels while this specific Angle was indeed the One through whom the 
unseen God (John 1:18) revealed Himself. In and through this Angel God the unseen 
moved out of the abstract into the commonplace. Read how this angel wrought 
victory for His people when God, through the prophet Isaiah refuted the claims of the 
Assyrian King who beseeched Jerusalem with his army. God promised victory to His 
people and that night the Angel of the Lord slain 185000 Assyrians so that 
Sennacherib was defeated (Isa. 37). The defeat was depicted by an artist on an 
Assyrian relief work, uncovered through archaeological surveys. The Angel of the 
Lord is indeed the Lord of Hosts (Ps. 24), that is, angelic hosts of God. He is the one 
who is enthroned above the cherubim and the seraphim (Isa. 6; Heb. 1). 

2 1Cor. 6:11 
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their confession. Jesus and His Name are one. If we substitute 
the Name of Jesus for another title (the Son) which excludes 
His Name, He no longer is to be found in the sacraments. The 
mere fact that the Name of Jesus is substituted, indicates our 
disregard for His Name. We do not please God the Father if we 
reject the Name He had chosen for His Son. Why? God Himself 
made a firm decision that Jesus would be the highest and only 
Name that can save man. Because His Name is linked to the 


cross and stands as a sign and symbol of salvation for all.! 


According to most scholars, the apostle John survived the 
other apostles of Jesus. Legend has it that he settled in Ephesus 
during the latter part of his life. At the time many apostate 
ideas already hovered over and had been accepted by the 
Christian assemblies. Paul’s assemblies in Asia severed ties 
with him even before his martyrdom, and while in exile, the 
prophet John was instructed to write his famous seven letters 
to the assemblies in Asia Minor, amongst others the Assembly 


of Ephesus: 


But here is what I have against you: you do not love me 


now as you did at first.” 


1 Acts 4:12; Phil. 2:9-10 
2 Rev. 2:4 (GNB) 


94 


The apostle John wrote his pastoral letters to the assemblies 
containing his accusation against false teachers and the 
Enemy of Christ (the Antichrist). This apostle had, at the end 
of his lifetime, a clear picture of the apostasy corroding the 
true gospel of Jesus. He lived to see what the Spirit had foretold 
long before its fulfilment. He pointed out to the Christian 


assemblies: 


And this is his commandment, that we should believe 
in the name of his Son Jesus Christ, and love one 


another.../ 


It is something that we Christians must take note of: 


We believe in the Name of his Son Jesus Christ. 


This instruction was disregarded at the time of the advent of 
the post-apostolic Church, which Church doctrine declared 


baptism in the Name of Jesus only, invalid. 


SUMMARY 


e Paul gave a command? which corresponds with Peter’s 


commanad.! 


11 John 3:23 (ASV) 
2 Col. 3:17 
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e The gospel of the apostles is outlined in the Acts of the 
Apostles and their epistles. 

e The 3000 converts who underwent baptism on the day of 
Pentecost were all baptized in the Name of Jesus. 

e Matthew was present when Peter gave his baptismal 
command, that is, the baptism in the Name of Jesus. 

e Matthew 28:19, that is, the baptism in the Name of the 
Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit is nowhere 
substantiated in the New Testament. 

e The persecutions were linked to the Name of Jesus. 

e If Christians were baptized in the Name of Jesus in the first 
century, then we too should be baptized in His Name. 

e It seems that Jewish influence played a prominent role in 


the removal of the Name of Jesus from the baptismal act. 


1 Acts 2:38 
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CHAPTER VII 


THE HOLY COMMAND REJECTED 


The apostle Peter wrote to the Christians of the first century: 


For it had been better for them not to have known the 
way of righteousness, than after they have known it, to 
turn back from the holy commandment delivered unto 


them.! 


This reference pertains to a group or various groups of 
Christians who rejected a command which was basic to the 
Christian faith.2 Almost within the same period, the apostle 


John wrote: 


And this is His commandment, that we should believe 
on the Name of His Son Jesus Christ, and love one 


another, as he gave us commandment.? 


It becomes clear that the Name of Jesus must, at that stage, 
have become a contentious issue, therefore these two apostles’ 


urgent call to act against the rejection of the Name of Jesus in 


1 2Pet. 2:21 (ASV) 
2 Acts 2:38 
3 1John 3:23 (ASV) 
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baptism. The apostle Paul, as well as those apostles who 
circulated letters to the Christian assemblies, wrote most of 
their letters at the close of their ministries. A need usually 
elicits a response and the onslaught against doctrinal truths 
necessitated the apostles to urgently act against heresy, 
especially when heresy was accepted as truth. It could be that 
Paul’s instruction to the Ephesians:' “One Lord, one faith, one 
baptism,” was made to counteract rival baptisms which were 
suddenly imposed on Christians. We now know that the 
baptism in the Name of Jesus, the Saviour, was the only form 
of baptism that was honoured in apostolic circles, that is, 


primitive Christianity. 


As quoted above, Peter points out that the holy command was 
rejected and John links this command to the Name of Jesus. 
Without further elaboration, it should be clear that the 
command which was rejected by the apostate sects was indeed 
linked to an act or a practice that was introduced, and which 
won popularity among the sects who severed ties with the 
apostles of Jesus. It seems that the command Peter and John 
had in mind was the baptismal act in the Saviour’s Name 


rather than Jesus’ command to love one another. 


1 Ep. 4:5 
98 


Although Jesus gave a specific command that His disciples 
should act in love, the apostate sects also claimed to have love, 
yet they did not adhere to Peter’s instruction given on the day 
of Pentecost, that is, joining repentance directly to the baptism 
in the Name of Jesus.' It could also not have been the baptism 
as a sacrament that was questioned, as the baptismal 
performance or act was highly honoured by all in early 
Christianity. It must have been more than just a debate on how 
the baptism should be practised else the two authors would 


indeed have spoken out on the act as such. 


Paul clearly argues his stance, that is, that there was only one 
baptism, one baptismal formula. The one authentic apostolic 
formula versus some new form of baptism was then 
introduced as an apostasy. Paul links this baptism to the “one 
Lord and one faith.”? We know that their Lord was Jesus and 
that the Christian faith hinged on Him as the one and only 


Redeemer of the world. 


The introduction of the baptism in the “unutterable” Name of 
the God of Israel must have taken place at this specific point in 


our Christian history. It is also interesting to know that some 


1 Acts 2:38 
2 Eph. 4:5 
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scholars date the Didache (The Teachings of the Twelve 
Apostles) as early as 80 AD which could imply that this 
document was indeed the result of a verbal tradition of the 
previous era. We may then infer that Paul’s epistles (his 
epistles were the first to be circulated) contain the initial 
forecasts against heresy while Peter and John’s writings 


seemingly deal with the full impact thereof. 


Some scholars admit that Matthew 28:19 was introduced as 
Christian truth after the Godhead was defined as a Trinity. A 
certain author by the name of Kant asserts that debate on the 
Name of God gave rise to the formulation of the Trinity. If this 
were true, we can surely assert that the “unpronounceable” 
Name of God (not the Name of Jesus) is indeed linked to 
Matthew 28:19. Once this idea had taken root, the Name of 
Jesus was removed from the baptismal act shortly before or 
soon after Paul and the other apostles vanished from the 
scene. Had Paul not honoured the baptism in the Name of 
Jesus (as he had undergone it and as the early church had 
practised it), he would neither have referred to nor would have 
drawn the Ephesians’ attention to only one form of baptism. 
The apostle John, therefore, through the inspiration of the 
Holy Spirit, felt it necessary to direct the attention of the 


Christian assemblies once again to the command given by God, 
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that is, to believe in the Name of His Son Jesus. This call 
becomes even more significant when we compare it with 
John’s reference in the same epistle to the antichrists who 


challenged the faith. 


How does Leonard Goppelt (Professor in New Testament 
Theology at the University of Munich) outline the apostles’ 


message? The following is a quotation from his book: 


Acts introduced baptism at the end of the sermon on 
Pentecost with the following interpretation: ‘Repent 
and be baptized everyone of you in the Name of Jesus 
Christ for the forgiveness of sins, and you shall receive 
the gift of the Holy Spirit’ (Acts 2:38): This sentence 
was formulated by Luke, but it certainly contains early 
tradition... They (the disciples) invoked Jesus’ Name at 


healings and thus all the more over the baptismal act. 


How and when was the gospel according to Matthew written 


according to this author? 


The Name of Jesus was not invoked over the water nor 
over the person as such (Didache) but over the 


baptismal act itself in order to make it an act of God. 


1 Goppelt: p. 41-42 
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As early as Did. 7,3, baptism by means of pouring 
water on the head was permitted, and as early as 80 
AD, a trinitarian baptismal formula appeared in 
Matthew's Gospel (xxviii 19) and in the Didachi (7, I, 
3). This formula corresponded to a triple immersion or 


pouring and presupposed a commensurate confession 
of faith.’ 
Matthew 28:19 was therefore formulated to exclude the Name 


of Jesus. 


The schisms and the apostate ideas that were adhered to by the 
apostate sects must have taken place when the Septuagint (the 
Greek translation of the Old Testament), was read in the 
Christian assemblies, that is, before the compilation of the 
New Testament in one Codex. The Hebrew unutterable Name 
might have proved more acceptable to a certain branch of the 
Christians than the “common” Name of Jesus - the ordinary 
name that, according to Peter, was taken from among the 
people. The Jewish converts seemingly took more easily to this 
unpronounceable Name than the Jewish name Y’shua. It could 
also be that the translations of the Name of Jesus, that is, 


Y’shua (Hebrew), Jesus (Greek), and Jesu (Latin) further 


1 Goppelt: p. 208 
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contributed to the discarding of the Name of Jesus from the 
baptismal command. One reference to the Name of God 
certainly would have facilitated uniformity among converts, 
especially where an Unspoken Name or Unpronounceable 
Name touched the cords of their philosophical reasoning 
minds. Such a decision would simultaneously have done away 
with the ordinary Jewish name (Y’shua or Jesus) which, to the 
gnostic mind, was too close to the physical Jesus. They would 
not have preferred that because a gnostic rejected everything 


physical since they believed that the world was evil. 


Many apostate leaders propagated wrong ideas and, in the 
absence of the apostles, and especially after their death, 
instituted false heresies in the Christian gospel. Paul would not 
have warned the Elders at the Council of Ephesus had he not 
been enlightened by Gods Spirit concerning wrong teachings 
that would have made an impact on the Christian faith after 
his departure.' We must keep in mind that, especially from the 
second century AD onwards, the gnostic movement became a 
strong rival against the Christian faith and the idea that the 
Name of Jesus belonged to a historical Jew whose actual Name 


was unpronounceable, began to flourish. The apostate sects 


1 Acts 20 
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accepted these ideas as doctrinal truth and did not adhere to 


the holy command referred to in 1 John 3:23. 


In this way the baptism practised by the apostles of Jesus, that 
is, only in the Name of Jesus! was eventually discarded and 
substituted for a new form of baptism. There was one thing 
that gave the apostate leaders the edge of the wedge: their 


message appealed to the majority. Therefore, John wrote: 


They speak about matters of the world and the world 


listens to them because they belong to the world.” 


Their message must have been more appealing in general and 
had an almost world-view quality to it whereas the apostles of 
Jesus’ gospel were more exclusivistic in character. They 
wanted this philosophical reasoning. They were always 
reasoning and those apostate sects, especially the New 
Testament apostles, had to be dealt with. The New Testament 
apostolic letters deflect this type of apostolic contention with 


the false sects. 


It is clear that the apostle Peter in his reference to the holy 


command, that is, the “true command”? had the initiation of 


1 Col. 3:17; Acts 2:38; Eph. 4:5 
2 1 John 4:5 (GNB) 
3 2Pet. 2:21 
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the gospel that went forth from the Upper Hall in mind 
because on that day Jesus ordained him as spokesman for His 
Body. When the sacred command?’ was finally rejected, Paul’s 


prophecy became fulfilled: 


And so God sends the power of error to work in them so 


that they believe what is false,” 


because they did not belong to Christ! Barnard? says: 


An interesting fact which has emerged from recent 
study is that the four Gospels were not the earliest 
books of the New Testament to be recognized and 
collected together. This honour rather belongs to the 
Pauline epistles... The earliest grouping of the four 
Gospels, as we know them today, took place in Gnostic 


circles perhaps as early as 130-140 AD. 


That is the earliest grouping of the four Gospels and not the 


writing of the individual Gospels. 


Some scholars assert that Valentine, the great gnostic leader of 
the early second century, was the first to compile the Gospels 


into one corpus. As already pointed out the Gnostics regarded 


1 Acts 2:38 
2 2 Thes. 2:11 (GNB) 
3 Barnard 54-55 
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the Name of Jesus as an ordinary Name and believed in the 
unspoken Name. This might also be the reason why the Gospel 
According to Matthew was given preference to Mark so that 
the post-apostolic Church up to this day also regards the 
Gospel According to Matthew as most important (categorizing 
it as the first Gospel in the New Testament). Like McGiffert (to 
which we have already referred), the German author 
Schwegler maintains that certain additions were made to 
Matthew's Gospel. It is important to keep in mind that 
Matthew 28:19 is nowhere substantiated by a similar 
command and contradicts the Acts of the Apostles, which 
contains substantial proof that the apostles were indeed only 


baptised in the Name of Jesus. 


I wish to direct your attention to Deuteronomy 19:15, John 
8:17 and Matthew 18:16. How does Matthew 28:19 compare 
with these Scriptures (By the mouth of two or three witnesses 
any word shall stand)? Christians, therefore, have a right to 
give preference to Acts 2:38 as the early Church performed the 


baptism accordingly. 


The post-apostolic Church became the sole authority on 
Biblical issues and the papacy ruled from the Vatican with 
absolute power as a substitute for the Son of God. Ironically, 


although the Roman Catholic Church regards Peter as their 
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first pope, they propagate the baptism in the Name of the 
Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit and reject Peter’s 
command as invalid.! We may therefore conclude that their 
doctrine or tradition links with apostate sects who preferred 
the unpronounceable Name of God. We may therefore 
conclude that their doctrinal tradition links with the apostate 


sects who preferred the unpronounceable name of God. 


SUMMARY 


e The Holy command given was to believe in the Name of 
Jesus. 

e Faith in the Name of Jesus goes along with baptism in the 
Name of Jesus. 

e The Trinitarian formula of the baptism is substantiated in 
the Didache (The Teachings of the Apostles). These 
teachings were not written by an apostle of Jesus but 
originated in Syria from a different source (circa 80 to 98 
AD). Some scholars date it slightly earlier, while some date 


this document much later, even in the fourth century. 


1 See editor’s note in Chapter 1 
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The apostate sects preferred the Hidden Name to the Name 
of God. 

Matthew 28:19 does not agree with Deuteronomy 19:15 
and John 8. It can therefore be doubted. 

The post-apostolic Church gave authority to Matthew 
28:19. 
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CHAPTER VIII 


MATTHEW 28:19 AND THE APOCRYPHAL ACTS 


I now direct attention to the apocryphal gospels which 
flourished in the early second and third centuries of our 
Christian era. These gospels contain ideas based on the 
Christian doctrine, but which in essence is different from the 
apostolic doctrine, that is, primitive Christianity. Although 
baptism in the Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy 
Spirit only appears once in our Bible, it is substantiated many 


times in the apocryphal gospels. 


The subject I have chosen calls for sound reasoning and we 
must keep in mind that Jesus was not followed by a 
stenographer who recorded His sayings as He uttered them. 
Also, Jesus never dictated His ideas to a scribe. The New 
Testament, and especially the four gospels, were not written 
simultaneously but were produced by various authors at 
different times. To this day, the exact date for the writing of 


each gospel can only be speculated. 


As already pointed out, the four gospels were compiled by 


Valentinus in one corpus (one book) as early as 130 to 140 AD. 
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Valentinus was a Christian gnostic and although he is today 
regarded as a heretic, there was a time when he was an ardent 
member of the Christian Church before he severed ties with 
orthodox Christian thought. At one stage he had close links 
with Rome. He also believed in the Trinity. Concerning the 


formation of the New Testament Canon, James! says: 


...the processes of inclusion and exclusion were 
gradual: that by the end of the second century we find 


the Four Gospels in a secure position... 


Although there are different ideas on the exact date of 
compilation, it seems that most scholars agree that the four 
Gospels were compiled in one codex somewhere during or at 


the end of the second century AD. 


Many apocryphal gospels appeared in the second and third 
centuries AD. Such gospels were usually written in the name of 
an apostle of Jesus, making them more authoritative. The 
quotations mentioned hereunder, are from the apocryphal 
Acts which, according to James? were compiled in one corpus 


by the followers of Mani (the Manicheans, also Gnostics) who 


1 James p. xvi 
2 James: 228 
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substituted our canonical Acts with this apocryphal 


document. 


As a result of these apocryphal gospels, apostate ideas took 
root which made it rather difficult during the early history of 
the Church to differentiate between authentic and false 
gospels. At the time the New Testament had not yet been 
compiled in one corpus and this might have given an 
opportunity for new epistles to appear especially when the 
need arose for new interpretations of Scripture and 
adjustment of existing traditions. There were always 
adaptations, new interpretations to the current or existing 
traditions. That is why many gnostic leaders took the lead in 
this spiritual arena. The mere fact that they were written in an 
apostle’s name proves to us that this alone gave them 
credibility, although it was never written by an apostle. It was 


their way of giving authenticity to their writings. 


We must remember that once the persecutions against the 
Christians gained momentum, they were scattered apart, and 
it was during these perilous times that some sectarian leaders 
began writing freely, especially to side-step salient Christian 
issues. We know that the worship of Jesus was a threat to the 
general worship of Caesar. Bartil Gartner writes that many 


sects were flourishing by the middle of the second century AD, 
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especially in Asia Minor. Apostate leaders (just as Paul had 
foretold’) transformed the gospel of the apostles into a more 
acceptable worldview gospel. By the time the Catholic Church 
gained absolute power through the mediation of Constantine I, 
the gospel of the Upper Hall had already undergone a radical 


change of image.’ 


Keep in mind that, once the apostles of Jesus were gone from 
the scene, the vicious wolves Paul had portrayed when he 
addressed the Elders in Ephesus on his departure to Rome,? 
made their attack on the fold. False leaders in the end 
succeeded to entice many disciples away from the faith Paul 
had delivered unto them with so much dedication. False 
heresies were accepted and absorbed into the Christian 
doctrine in such a subtle way that fables and lies were 
ultimately regarded as gospel truth. The inclination to rather 
follow the voice of the majority in preference to the teachings 


of the apostles of Jesus finally triumphed.* 


Gnostic leaders, especially Basilides, Cerinthus, Valentine, 


Marcion, Mani, and many others did everything in their power 


1 Acts 20 

? See Paul’s prophecy in 2 Tim. 3:5 
3 Acts 20 

41John 4 
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to expand their faith as widely as possible. Tertullian wrote in 
his day that the teachings of Marcion had filled the whole 
world.' The Gnostic sects had more money at their disposal, 
and they could afford the more expensive papyri and leather- 
bound writing material which the apostles could not afford. 
Their popular gospel and easy standards drew the attention of 
the rich and affluent and it must have been with those 
religious sects and leaders in mind that Paul in his epistles 
warned against teachers who preached the gospel for material 


gain. 


Compare Matthew 28:19 with the following quotations from 
the apocryphal Acts. According to James, these Acts were 


compiled in Syria and date from the third century AD. 


e The Acts of Thomas:? 


And he commanded a vessel to be brought and baptized 
them in the Name of the Father and the Son and the 
Holy Ghost. 


e The Acts of Thomas:? 


1 LeBretton: 20 
2 James. p. 422 
3 James. p. 418 
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And there was there a fountain of water upon which 
the apostles went up, and baptized Mygdonia in the 
Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy Ghost. 


e The Acts of Thomas:! 


Come Holy Spirit and cleanse their reins and their 
heart, and give them the added seal, in the Name of the 


Father and the Son and the Holy Ghost. 


Here we detect the first prayers directed to the Holy Spirit 
which is not apostolic. We must pray to God the Father in and 
through Jesus Christ the sole Mediator. That is Pauline and that 


is the New Testament confession of faith. 


e The Acts of John (not later than 150 AD):? 


Glory be to thee, Father, glory to thee Word, glory to 
thee Holy Ghost. 


e The Acts of Peter (about 200 AD):? 


And Peter went down by a rope and baptized Theon in 
the Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy 
Ghost... 


1 James. p. 376 
2 James. p. 254 
3 James. p. 308 
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Comparing the last quotation with Peter’s command in Luke's 
canonical Acts we will see a remarkable difference between 
Peter’s command on Pentecost day and that which is reflected 


in the apocryphal Acts of Peter. 


The Sabellians! used the Egyptian Gospel claiming that the 
Saviour is said to have shown the disciples that the same 
person was Father, Son and Holy Spirit. Please note that I do 
not here refer to the trinitarian or unitarian doctrines as such, 
but I have simply used this last quotation to direct attention to 
the terminology of Father, Son and Holy Spirit, the wording 
which is NEVER substantiated in either the Acts of the 


Apostles or their epistles. 


It can be said that the apocryphal writings reflect traditions of 
early Christianity and as such are not completely apostate. 
However, I wish to state that the baptismal tradition 
contained therein, is undoubtedly apostate as it does not 
correspond with the command given by Peter on the day of 
Pentecost? or by Paul.? It excludes the Name which God has 


exalted about every other name.* 


‘James. p. 12 
2 Acts 2:38 
3 Col. 3:17 
4 Phil. 2:9-11 
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I may state that if the baptism of the Holy Spirit is still 
proclaimed just as Peter and their followers received it, why 
then not also the baptism in the Name of Jesus? Was the Holy 
Spirit not for the first time poured out in the Upper Room, and 
was the command of the baptism in the Name of Jesus not also 
from the Upper Room? We must also note that the Gnostics 
did not fully propagate the apostolic truth. They mostly 
apostatized the faith. They severed ties with the apostles and 


followed their own faith. 


SUMMARY 


e No stenographer recorded the words of Jesus. 

e It seems that the four Gospels were compiled in Christian 
Gnostic circles. 

e Matthew 28:19 is substantiated in the Apocryphal Acts but 


nowhere in the New Testament. 
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CHAPTER IX 


THE FINAL REJECTION OF THE NAME OF JESUS 


When the council of Nicaea was convened by Constantine in 
325 AD, at the time of the formulation of the Apostles’ Creed, 
the Roman Empire could not afford religious schisms to cause 
further division and upheaval. At the time anarchy was 
imminent throughout the empire and Constantine ardently 
strove for unity among his subjects, at least concerning 
religious matters. It was a time when diverse Christian, 
heathen and philosophical ideas prevailed throughout the 
Roman Empire. Catholicism, which by then had successfully 
incorporated different philosophical and heathen ideas into 
her fold, was spreading rapidly and even the emperor was 
converted to the Catholic faith. Diverse streams, Pagan, 
Christian, Gnostic, Essene converged and made its impact on 
broader Catholicism - that was in the transition period from 


apostolic to post-apostolic. 


Before Constantine’s convention of the Council of Nicaea, the 
body of Jesus was divided by theological issues. The person of 
Jesus, whether He had a single or a dual nature, whether He 


was equal to the Father and the Spirit in status and origin or 
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not, was so hotly debated that Gregory of Nyssa wrote in 380 


AD concerning Byzantium (Constantinople): 


When you exchange a piece of silver, you will be given 
an explanation in what way the Son is different from 
the Father. On asking somebody the price of bread, you 
will hear that the Son is subordinate to the Father. 
When you would like to know whether your bath has 
been prepared, you will be answered that the Son was 


created out of nothing. 


According to Bamm! theological speculations had the whole 
world turning. Both artisan and slave were pensive 
philosophers, who in their workplace and on the streets 
preached their ideas. We can see that the reasoning mind of 
the Greek philosophers had impacted full blast on the 


Christian assemblies. 


The Council of Nicaea was convened to settle a dispute 
between the followers of Athanasius, a Catholic bishop from 
Hippo in North Africa who favoured the Trinity (a scholar well 
versed in the Greek philosophies) and Arius (also a learned 
scholar from Antioch) who maintained that Christ was created 


by God and therefore subordinate to God Almighty. As a result 


1Bamm. p. 85 
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of this dispute and ancillary matters concerning the Godhead, 
the Apostolic Creed, also known as the Catholic Confession of 
Faith, was formulated. After the case between Athanasius and 
Arius was heard the emperor gave his stamp of approval to the 


teachings of Athanasius. 


Many are under the impression that Constantine I became a 
true follower of Jesus after his conversion, but according to 
Chadwick! the emperor still placed statues of the Sun-god in 
Christian temples erected by him even after his conversion to 
Catholicism. The sun-god cult was, since the time of 
Commodus, honoured by the Roman Caesars. Constantine 
supported the Catholic Faith - at the time a complete deviation 
from the true apostolic doctrine. The Catholic doctrine can 
indeed be described as a conglomeration of Mithraism, the cult 
of the Mother Goddess, the fertility cult, Christian Gnosticism, 


Judaism and Christianity. 


In the end, the philosophical speculations of the Christian 
gnostic sects as regards the unutterable Name linked to Father, 
Son and Holy Spirit were incorporated into Christianity. It is 
remarkable that none of the early Church Fathers who are 


venerated by both Catholics and Protestants as the founders of 


1 Chadwick p.127 
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the Christian faith, ever attempted to investigate why the 
Name of Jesus was removed from the baptismal act. The mere 
fact that they never spoke out against the trinitarian baptism, 
clearly shows that this tradition must indeed have made its 
impact at a much earlier period in Christian history. Also, at 
the time of Constantine, the majority of Christians had indeed 
fully succumbed to the authority of Rome as the Mother 
Church who, by then, had firmly embraced her followers into 


one general faith. 


The Voice of Rome was indeed responsible for the 
unquestionable acceptance of the baptismal tradition recorded 
in Matthew 28:19 as the only baptismal truth. Peter’s prophecy 
was fulfilled: 


But false prophets also appeared among the people, just 
as there will also be false teachers among you, who will 
secretly introduce destructive heresies, even denying 
the Master who bought them, bringing swift 


destruction upon themselves.! 


The Gnostics were eager to apply the trinitarian Image of the 


Deity to their teachings. It was said that once, when the 


12 Pet. 2:1 (NASB) 
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apostle John was very despondent, Jesus appeared to him ina 


threefold form saying, 


Fear not, I am the Father, I am the Mother (Spirit), I 


am the Son.! 


According to the gnostic doctrine, Jesus’ real mother was the 
Spirit, His heavenly Mother that gave life to Him. The 
threefold figure, Father, Mother and Son often appeared in 
visions to the Gnostics, something that never happened to the 


apostles of Jesus. 


What Name is linked to Father, Son and Holy Spirit? Almost all 
Christians acknowledge that the Name of God the Father, as 
honoured by the Jews, is Yahweh or Jehovah; the Name of the 
Son is Jesus, but what of the Holy Spirit? I wish to point out 
that we read of the Holy Spirit in the Old Testament.” The Holy 
Spirit was never given a name, yet it is regarded as a third 
person. However, according to Orthodox Judaism, the Holy 
Spirit is not a separate person in the Godhead with a separate 
proper name. It was indeed the Power (Breath or Ruach) 
emanating from the Most High,’ Judaism only catered for 


exclusive monotheism, that is, belief in one single Almighty 


1 Gartner. p. 138 
2 Ps. 15:13 
3 Ez. 3:24 
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God. He was so exalted that He, as Almighty God had to make 


use of a mediator when He revealed Himself to man.! 


If the Name of Jesus were linked to all three persons so-called, 
why would the author of Matthew not specifically have 
mentioned this Name? Why then this terminology? We must 
keep in mind that when the trinitarian baptismal Name was 
officially adopted as the Creed of the Empire at the Council of 
Nicaea in 325 AD, it was indeed not regarded as Christian 
gnostic, but as Apostolic. To this day, Matthew 28:19 is 
regarded as the foundation scripture of the Catholic Church 
and the majority of mainline Christians also regard this 


scripture as the most important in the New Testament. 


It is clear to me that the reverence for the Name of God’s Son, 
Jesus Christ, was indeed divinely inspired as the Holy Spirit 
was sent for this sole purpose, namely, to glorify Jesus.” We are 
reconciled unto God through the Name of Jesus? because the 


Bearer of this Name died for our sins. 


The Trinitarian doctrine of Father, Son and Holy Spirit, was 


not formulated at the Council of Nicaea for the first time but as 


1 Ex. 23 
2 Acts 1:8 
3 1 Cor. 6:11 
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already stated, Constantine gave his imperial stamp of 
approval to the Catholic faith which was, at the time, already 
practised by the majority of his so-called Christian subjects. 
Athanasius was presumably a more eloquent and convincing 
orator than Arius and as a result, his arguments’ won the 
support of the emperor. Church and State combined efforts to 
enforce the Catholic doctrine on the people to establish socio- 
political unity. Initially, the threat of everlasting hell-fire 
made Christians conform to the catholic doctrine, that is, 


during the advent of Catholicism. 


Likewise, throughout the medieval ages, the Pope, in order to 
maintain unity between Church and State and to counteract 
the crumbling of the Holy Roman Empire, enforced his dogma 
on the people and everyone was compelled to practise the 
Catholic faith. No opportunity was afforded for re- 
investigation. Any idea contrary to that of the Voice of the 
Vatican was soon quenched by persecution and torture. The 
most severe and appalling torture methods were applied 


against those who questioned the Catholic Trinity, especially 


1 During my research on the Trinity, I came across a note that, when Athanasius had 
difficulties in phrasing his explanation of the three persons in one, it was indeed 
Constantine who coined the word, Trinity. It is clear that the Trimurti, the three-faced 
god of the Hindus, made an impact on Christianity at the ecumenical council. 
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during the Reformation. Even Calvin resorted to the 
perpetration of martyrdom when Michael Servero, the famous 


Spanish doctor contended with him on the Trinity. 


Today the Roman Catholic Church still practises the religious 
theories laid down by the early Catholic Fathers. Protestant 
and Pentecostal churches side with Catholicism regarding the 
baptism and may support the papacy should a controversy 
once again arise regarding Matthew 28:19 versus Acts 2:38. 
The Catholic Church claims that all who baptise according to 
Matthew 28:19 are indeed Catholic. 


SUMMARY 


e Constantine gave the trinitarian formula, that is, baptism 
in the Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit 
his imperial approval. 

e The Catholic Church honours Peter as her first pope but 
rejects his command given in Acts 2:38. 

e There is Power in the Name of Jesus because God raised 
Him from the dead. Therefore, Peter linked the infilling 
with the Holy Spirit to the baptism in the Name of Jesus. 

e The baptism in the Name of the Father and the Son and the 


Holy Spirit was often enforced by persecution and torture. 
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Questioning the Church Order signed the death warrant of 
so-called dissidents of the faith. 
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CHAPTER X 


MARK VERSUS MATTHEW 


According to most scholars, The Gospel according to Mark was 
the first of the four gospels to be written. Manley! states that 
the greater part of the information contained in Mark was also 
used by Matthew and Luke, that Matthew and Mark sometimes 
differ from Luke, that Luke and Mark differ more often from 
Matthew, but that Matthew and Luke never differ from Mark. 


We can therefore conclude that Mark was the main source 
Luke and Matthew used as a guideline for their gospels. The 


author summarises it as follows: 


So that Mark make no mistake, writing down in his 
way some things as he (Peter) mentioned them; for he 
paid attention to this one thing, not to omit anything 


that he had heard, nor to incline any false statement.” 


Papias, a follower of the apostle John, made mention thereof. 


We can therefore readily accept this as apostolic truth. 


1 Manley p. 321 
2 Manley p. 329 
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Although Eusebius, a third-century Catholic scholar, rejects 
Papias, I feel a more objective approach is necessary as Papias 


was a direct follower of the apostle John. 


We can assume that Mark felt a strong need for an authentic 
gospel as false gospels or documents must at the time have 
been in circulation. Manley makes it clear that Matthew, where 
he differs from Mark, derived his information from another 
source often referred to as “Q.” “Q” stands for the German 
word “Quelle” (source) and this could probably have been the 


Sayings of Jesus which, according to Prof. H. G. Evelyn White: 


Are extracts from the Gospel according to the 


Hebrews.! 


When the “Sayings of Jesus” is compared to the Gospel 
according to Matthew, it seemingly derives from Christian 
gnostic circles. According to Hippolytus, a bishop from 
Northern Africa, Basilides - a gnostic leader of the second 
century AD - claimed that Matthias had communicated to 
them certain secret discourses which he himself received from 


the Saviour in a confidential instruction.” 


1James: 25 
2 LeBretton: 17 
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Note that Mark does not mention the Name of the Father and 
the Son and the Holy Spirit in his baptismal command as we 
find it in Matthew 28:19. In the light of the aforementioned, 
that is, that Mark was the first of our canonical gospels, it is 
clear that the scribe who inserted Matthew 28:19 made use of a 


tradition derived from another source. Goppelt! believes that: 


The ancient missionary outline of Jesus's earthly 
ministry was most probably portrayed in a complete 
written form for the first time in Mark's Gospel. This 
written portrayal has been called a ‘Gospel’ ever since 
Justin first used the term. Within a few years this 
gospel, probably written between AD 64 and 70 had 
become so widespread and so respected in the 
Hellenistic Church that it was logically used as a text 
not only by Luke's Gospel, originating around A.D. 80 
in the western Church, but also by Matthew's Gospel, 
which had been written in Syria, just a short time 


before Luke's Gospel. 


We may, therefore, with a clear conscience, conclude that the 
baptism in the Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy 


Spirit was NEVER practised by the apostles of Jesus else Mark, 


1 Goppelt p. 156 
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Luke, John, the Acts and all the epistles of the apostles would 


have substantiated it. 


Irenaeus believed that Matthew was the first to reduce the oral 
gospel to writing.’ There are scholars of our time who support 
this assumption. If this were indeed the case, why should 
Matthew’s baptismal command in the Name of the Father and 
the Son and the Holy Spirit? have been overlooked by Luke, 
Mark and John? Why did Paul and Peter not know of this 
baptism? Also, the fact that Irenaeus was oblivious to the fact 
that Mark was the first gospel seemingly points to the 


following: 


e At the time of Irenaeus (third century AD), the Gospel 
according to Matthew must generally have been accepted 
as the first canonical gospel. 

e Irenaeus was a Catholic who supported the ascension of 
Mary, a doctrine that was not propagated by the apostles of 


Jesus. 


We know that in the early days of Christianity, the Gospel 
according to Matthew was held in high esteem by Jewish 


Christians. Some scholars maintain that the Gospel to the 


1 Carrington p. 313 
? Matt. 28:19 
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Hebrews from which our Gospel according to Matthew derives 
was mainly written for the Jews. The Didache supports 
Matthew’s baptismal command, that is, the unspeakable 
Name. Keep in mind that very often diaspora Jews showed 
leanings toward heathen practices. It is my personal opinion 
that the Didache derives from Christian Jewish circles. 
However, the derivation is not orthodox but a conglomeration 


of Jewish and heathen ideas. 


I again refer to Prof. McGiffert’s statement, that is, that the 
apostles of Jesus were not acquainted with Matthew 28:19. The 
Jerusalem Bible New Testament supports this author’s 


research on Matthew’s command. 


SUMMARY 


e Matthew derived information on the baptism, not recorded 
by Mark, from some unknown source or his baptismal 
command was added or altered by an unknown scribe at a 
later stage. 

e Matthew 28:19 corresponds with the Didache which was 


an Essene document that differs from our canonical Acts. 
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e The baptism in the Name of the Father and the Son and the 
Holy Spirit is never substantiated by either Mark, Luke, 


Peter, Paul, James, Jude, or John. 
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CHAPTER XI 


Why DID THE APOSTLES OF JESUS BAPTISE IN THE 


SUFFERING NAME? 


Paul made it clear that God, the unseen Father, had decided 
that His Son, Jesus the Christ, would have the highest 


authority in heaven and on earth. 


And how very great is His power at work in us who 
believe. This power in us is the same as the mighty 
strength which He used when He raised Christ from 
death and seated Him at His right side in the heavenly 
world. Christ rules there above all heavenly rulers, 
authorities, powers, and lords; He is above all titles of 


power in this world and in the next.! 

Note Paul’s words: 
He is above all titles of power (that is, names that 
carry authority) in this world. 


This same apostle wrote: 


1 Eph. 1:19-22 (GNB) 
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And so, in honour of the Name of Jesus all beings in 
heaven, on earth, and in the world below will fall on 
their knees and all will openly proclaim that Jesus 


Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the Father.' 


Paul also declared: 


...that God decided to bring the whole universe back to 
Himself (through the Son).? 


If the Christian world, desires to be baptized in the Name of the 
Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit, how does this Name 
compare with the Name of Jesus which God the Father has 


raised above every name mentioned in heaven and on earth? 


According to the above-mentioned scriptures, it is clear that 
the Father of Jesus has given the Name of Jesus the highest 
authority in heaven and on earth. He does not leave it there 
but gives Him the supreme rank of Master of the Universe 
(Kurios). He is indeed superior to all principalities, rulers and 
powers.? Consequently, we read in Paul’s letter to the 


Ephesians: 


1 Phil. 2:10-11 (GNB) 
2 Col. 1:20 (GNB) 
3 Eph. 1:20-23 
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This plan which God (the Father) will complete when 
the time is right, is to bring all creation together, 
everything in heaven and on earth, with Christ as 


head.! 


Therefore, it is clear from the epistles of the apostles and the 
four gospels that God the Father’s Plan of Salvation hinges on 
one Mediator, Jesus Christ, our Lord. Admission to the throne 
of God goes through His Son Jesus Christ whom God the Father 


has appointed as everlasting High Priest.” 


True followers of Jesus, therefore, honour His Name and know 
that, because Jesus paid such an enormous price for the 
redemption of God's creation, we can indeed never repay Him; 
but we can believe in Him and honour the Name of the Saviour 
of the world. Had it not been for Jesus, we would never have 
been able to inherit eternal life. A lip-confessing Christendom 
confesses the Name of Jesus in words but spurns Him when it 
comes to the actual deed, the baptism. Where does Christianity 
stand in relation to the beginning of the Gospel of Jesus? Also, 


baptism in the Name of Jesus links us directly to the cross; 


1 Eph. 1:10 (GNB) 
2 Heb. 5:6 
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therefore, spurning the baptism in Jesus’ Name implicitly 


spurns the redemptive work of Jesus on the cross. 


Do I blaspheme if I question Matthew 28:19? According to 
Jesus, two or three witnesses will confirm the truth.? Matthew 
28:19 is not even once substantiated in the New Testament. 


What about 1 John 5 verse 7: 


For there are three that bear record in heaven, the 
Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost: and these three 
are one. (KJV) 


We know that this verse is surely not accepted by one and all 
due to recent research. Not only from recent research but from 
the times of Desiderius Erasmus. It remains a text we can 
question, and it does not appear in many of the translations 


any longer. 


SUMMARY 


e Jesus is the highest Name in heaven and on earth.? 
e All the world will bend their knees in honour of the Name 


of Jesus.? 


1 Rom. 6:4 
2 John 8:17 
3 Eph. 1:19-22 
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1 Phil. 2:10 
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CHAPTER XII 


WHAT WAS THE FOUNDATION LAID BY THE APOSTLES 


AND THE PROPHETS? 


So then, you gentiles are not foreigners or strangers any 
longer; you are now citizens together with God's people, 
and members of the family of God. You too, are built 
upon the foundation laid by the apostles and prophets, 


the cornerstone being Christ Jesus Himself.! 


ON WHAT FOUNDATION DID PETER BUILD? 


Peter said to them: 


Each one of you must turn away from your sins and be 
baptized in the name of Jesus Christ, so that your sins 
will be forgiven; and you will receive God's gift, the 
Holy Spirit.” 


1 Eph. 2: 19-20 (GNB) 
2 Acts 2:38: (GNB) 
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I have no money at all, but I will give you what I have; 
in the Name of Jesus Christ of Nazareth I order you to 


get up and walk.' 


Salvation is to be found through him alone; in all the 
world there is no one else whom God has given who can 
save us (another translation reads: whom God has 


taken from among man).? 


WHAT WAS THE FOUNDATION ON WHICH PAUL BUILD? 


And I myself will show him all that he must suffer for 


my sake.? 


Everything you do or say, then, should be done in the 
Name of the Lord Jesus, as you give thanks through 
Him to God the Father.* 


It is through faith that all of you are God’s children in 
union with Christ Jesus. You were baptized into union 
with Christ, and now you are clothed, so to speak, with 


the life of Christ himself... If you belong to Christ, then 


1 Acts 3:6: (GNB) 
2 Acts 4:12 (GNB) 
3 Acts 9:16 (GNB) 
4 Col. 3:17 (GNB) 
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you are the descendants of Abraham and will receive 


what God has promised.' 


That is what some of you were! But you were washed, 
you were sanctified, you were justified in the name of 
our Lord Jesus the Messiah and by the Spirit of our 
God.? 


To the church of God which is in Corinth, to all who are 
called to be God's holy people, who belong to him in 
union with Christ Jesus, together with all people 
everywhere who worship our Lord Jesus Christ, their 


Lord and ours.? 


4And I want to remind you, brothers, of the Good News 
which I preached to you, which you received, and on 
which your faith stands firm. That is the Gospel, the 
message that I preach to you. You are saved by the 
gospel if you hold firmly to it - unless it was for nothing 


you believed. 


Note: “You are saved by the gospel if you hold firmly to it...” 


1 Gal. 3:26-29 (GNB) 
2 1 Cor. 6:11(ISV) 

3 1 Cor. 1:2 (GNB) 
41 Cor. 15:1 (GNB) 


139 


WHAT WAS THE FOUNDATION ON WHICH THE APOSTLE JOHN 


BUILD? 


I write you this so that you may know that you have 
eternal life - you that believe in the Name of the Son of 
God.' 


I know where you live, there where Satan has his 
thrown. You are true to Me, and you did not abandon 
your faith in Me even during the time when Antipas, 
my (Jesus) faithful witness was killed where Satan 


lives.? 


I know what you do; I know you have a little power; you 
have followed My teaching and have been faithful to 
Me. (The King James version reads: You have not 


denied my Name).? 


Our faith is the victory that overcomes the world. Who 
overcomes the world? Is it not the person who believes 


that Jesus is the Son of God?4 


11 John 5:13 (GNB) 
2 Rev. 2:13 (GNB) 

3 Rev. 3:8 (GNB) 

4 1 John 5:4-5 (ISV) 
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WHAT WAS THE FOUNDATION ON WHICH THE APOSTATE SECTS 


BUILD AND PRACTISED ALL THEIR SACRAMENTS? 


My dear friends, I was doing my best to write to you 
about the salvation we share in common, when I felt 
the need of writing at once to encourage you to fight on 
for the faith which once and for all God has given to his 
people.For some godless people have slipped in 
unnoticed among us, persons who distort the message 
about the grace of our God in order to excuse their 
immoral ways, and who reject Jesus Christ, our only 


Master and Lord.! 


The apostate sects rejected salvation in Jesus and worked in 
the Name of the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit. I refer 
you to the Apocryphal Acts previously quoted. 


There are many, especially among the Catholic Church, who 
alleges that when Jesus was baptised in the river Jordan, the 
Trinity was there manifested. However, there is no Biblical 
proof for such assertion and it is clear that this interpretation 
arose from theological speculation. I may add: the voice from 


heaven was God, the unseen Father; the one in the water was 


1 Jude 1:3-4 (GNB) 
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the Son of God (the Messiah of God)! - who was subordinate 
unto the Father; the dove was a sign and symbol to the prophet 
John who baptised Jesus. Surely the Holy Spirit is not a dove, 
and it does not look like a dove, but the Holy Spirit descended 
upon Jesus in the form of a dove! The dove as a symbol is also 
closely linked to Jesus as chosen Ark of Salvation. Jesus was 
indeed launched on the sea of human masses as a refuge for 


those who believe. 


We must keep in mind that it was only John who had the 
vision of the dove descending on Jesus and hearing the voice 
from above. Had it been heard by everybody present, then 
surely John's entire audience, and evidently all of Palestine, 
would there and then have crowned Jesus as Messiah? and this 
was not God's purpose as Jesus still had to be crucified for the 


sins of the world. 


I ask anyone, be it lay or clergy, to prove that the apostles of 
Jesus ever baptised in the Name of the Father and the Son and 
the Holy Spirit. Yes, we do find it recorded in the Apocryphal 


Acts compiled by apostate leaders, but Christians who allege 


1 Acts 2:31 
2 John 1:32 
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that the apostles of Jesus followed this practice are prejudiced 


and need to re-investigate. 


I advise all Christians to build on Jesus, the Rock of Salvation! 
for if we build on Him (the foundation of the apostles and the 
prophets) we shall not be moved, no matter how the storms 


might rage against us. 


It would be wise not to say that Peter erred when he gave his 
command on the day of Pentecost under the inspiration of the 
Holy Spirit.? Paul confirmed this command in Colossians 3:17. 
By doing so, we blaspheme against God’s Holy Spirit and Jesus 
who entrusted His gospel to Peter on the day of Pentecost. 


Peter says: 


Salvation in no other One; for there is no other name 
under Heaven given among men by which we must be 


saved.? 


Jesus manifested His power in and through His apostles in a 
remarkable way and especially through Peter and Paul. I do not 
think that since their day, there ever existed anyone more 


powerfully anointed than they were. 


11 Cor. 10:4 
2 Acts 2:38 
3 Acts 4:12 (MKJV) 
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May God open the eyes of the Christian world so that all can 
see that God the Father had decided to reconcile the world 
unto Himself through Jesus, the Son, on whose shoulders he 
placed the burden of sin.’ We are joined to the suffering and 
death, also the resurrection of Jesus through baptism.’ Besides 
Jesus, God the Father is a consuming fire. In and through Jesus 
we can come nigh unto God. Therefore, we have to be baptised 
in Christ Jesus and by doing so, we acknowledge the 
crucifixion by which we are saved and so become acceptable 


unto God. 


Our baptism is the seal of our faith, and it is through Jesus that 
we are reconciled with God the Father. God wants us to 
acknowledge Jesus, His Son. What we must understand from 
the baptismal act is that it is not merely a ceremony; it is our 
unification with the death of Jesus. In other words, we are 
baptised because we have accepted Jesus as Redeemer. God the 
Father did not die for us, but He sent His only begotten Son 
and in our acceptance of Jesus, we acknowledge the authority 
God the Father has vested in His Name. So too did the Holy 
Spirit not die for us, but the Son died for us, and we become 


God's property through the Name of Jesus because God the 


11 Cor. 6:11; Isa. 53 
2 Rom. 6:4 
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Father looks to a lost world through the One who died for us 
on Calvary. It is His shed blood that made us acceptable unto 
God. We have been accepted by God because we have been 


washed in the blood of the lamb. 


Jesus is the Bridegroom and the redeemed is His bride. Our 
Christian walk is like a marriage. A wife accepts the name of 
her husband in marriage and by adopting his name she 
belongs to him and the husband in return identifies with her. 
He knows she belongs to him because she is known by his 


name. Paul instructed the Colossians: 


He (Jesus) is the head of His body, the church; He is the 
source of the body's life; He is the firstborn Son who 
was raised from death, in order that He alone might 


have the first place in all things.! 


If Jesus has to have the first place according to God's plan? 
then surely, He has to have it when it comes to the baptism 


too. 


1 Col. 1:18 (GNB) 
2? Eph. 1:10 
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I NOW DIRECT YOUR ATTENTION TO THE FOLLOWING SCRIPTURES: 


False prophets appeared in the past among the people, 
and in the same way false teachers will appear among 


you.! 


That is what he (Paul) says in his letters, when he 
writes on this subject. There are some difficult things in 
his letters which ignorant and unstable people explain 
falsely, as they do with other passages of the Scriptures. 


So they bring on their own destruction.’ 
They exchange the truth about God for a lie...? 


The above texts are proof enough that the wrong ideas could, 
and did in fact, find their way into the gospel of Jesus because 
the command which emanated from the Upper Hall, the 
baptism in the Name of Jesus, was substituted for another 
command‘ which is not even once confirmed in the New 
Testament. It is so ironic and yet it is believed by one and all. It 
is never compared to the Acts of Luke. It, therefore, gives us 
the right to question Matthew 28:19 and to focus our attention 


on the Acts of the Apostles. The apostles were the ones who 


12 Pet. 2:1 (GNB) 
2 2 Pet. 3:16 (GNB) 
3 Rom. 1:25 (GNB) 
4 Matt. 28:19 
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laid the foundation of our faith on Jesus' instruction, and they 
were the ones endowed with the Spirit of God in the Upper- 


Room. 


Should someone wish to point out that by rejecting Matthew 
28:19 I remove scripture from the Bible, I would like to ask: 
what then of the historical churches who reject James 5:14 and 
sneer at those who still practice it? What about 1 Corinthians 
12 (the nine spiritual gifts)? How many churches reject these 
power gifts and regard them as something belonging to the 
past? They do, however, permit preaching and teaching and 
lay claim that this is what Paul meant when he gave preference 
to rather prophesy in the assembly than speak in tongues. Yet, 
I would like to know, if preaching is still today operative in the 


Church what has become of the other eight spiritual gifts? 


I refuse to believe that Jesus gave two commands to His 


disciples concerning baptism. He said: 


...but you will be filled with power when the Holy Spirit 
comes on you, and you will be witnesses for Me in 
Jerusalem, in all of Judea and Samaria, and to the ends 


of the earth.’ 


1 Acts 1:8 (GNB) 
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On His instructions they went to the Upper Room and 
immediately after the outpouring of the Holy Spirit, Peter gave 
his command. Jesus confirmed their ministries and callings 


with signs and wonders. 


Christianity should revert to the Upper Room gospel whence 
the message went forth into the world. The Power of the Holy 
Spirit was there mightily poured out and sometime later the 


apostle Jude wrote to the assemblies: 


I felt the need of writing you now to encourage you to 
fight on for the faith which once and for all God has 
given to His people.’ 


Another translation reads: 


.. fight for the faith that was once delivered unto the 


saints. 


There must have been deviations from the true Gospel, 
therefore this instruction that Christians must fight for the 
faith delivered in the Upper Room, and which faith included 


the baptism in the Name of Jesus. 


1 Jude 1:3 (GNB) 
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Why is it then necessary to be baptized in the Name of Jesus 
and to mention this Name at the baptismal act? We cannot just 
be baptised in any name as the baptism then would be 
powerless. The Name is important because a Christian is 
cleansed through this Namet and the Name of Jesus in baptism 


was regarded by the early Christians as a token of ownership. 


Satan has succeeded in removing the Name of Jesus from the 
sacraments in a very subtle way because he very well knew 
that every time the early Christians were baptised, they 


proclaimed the death and resurrection of Jesus.’ 
I would like to draw your attention to 1 Corinthians 10:1 


I want you to remember brothers, what happened to 
our ancestors who followed Moses. They were all under 
the protection of the cloud, and all passed safely 
through the Red Sea...(GNB) 


Paul also equals baptism to the passage through the Red Sea. I 


ask: Who was in the cloud that went before Israel? Was it not 


1 Acts 4:12; 1 Cor. 6:11 
2 Rom. 1:26 
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the Angel of the Lord?! And how do we know the Angel (the 
Messenger, the Malak) of the Lord? 


“Christ is the visible likeness of the invisible God. He is 
the firstborn Son, superior to all created things. For by 
Him (Jesus) God created everything in heaven and on 
earth, the seen and the unseen things, including 
spiritual powers, lords, rulers, and authorities. God 
created the whole universe through Him and for Him. 


He (Jesus) existed before all things.” 


Another translation reads: 


He is the firstborn of God's creation. 


Colossians 1:15-16 comes from the pen of Paul the apostle - the 
great apostle for the gentiles. I want to again stress here that, 
according to Paul, it is God the Father who created everything 
in heaven and on earth through Jesus the Christ the firstborn 


of all creation. 


That is why Paul so devoutly served his Saviour. When he met 
Jesus on the Damascus Road, he realised that the one talking to 


him was the Angel (Messenger) of the Lord, the promised 


1 Ex, 32:23 
2 Col. 1:15-16 (GNB) 
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Messiah who had appeared unto Moses, Joshua, and Manoah 
and for whom God the Father prepared a body’. He was indeed 
the Lord of Glory they crucified. Peter rightly said: 


Had they known what they were doing, they would 


never have crucified the Lord of Glory. 


That glory is the Shekinah glory, that is, the presence of the 
Almighty God that was upon this Malak, this Angel/Messenger 


of the covenant.’ 


If we understood the aforementioned scripture, namely that 
the unseen God had created this world through Jesus and for 
Jesus, we will see clearly why Jesus had to suffer and die. He 
had to set man free from the power of Satan thereby 
reconciling us unto God His Father. At the Fall in the garden of 
Eden man became estranged from his Maker. Therefore, the 


Psalmist says: 


Behold, I have come to do your will, O God, as it is 


written of me in the scroll of the book.? 


If Matthew 28:19 was of such importance, should the apostles 


of Jesus not have honoured this baptismal formula even more? 


1Tsa.9:5; Mal. 5:1 
2 Dan. 12 
3 Heb. 10:7 (Ps. 40) (ESV) 
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If heed is taken from the words of Paul written in Colossians 
3:17, namely, to do everything in the Name of Jesus, then God 
the Father is glorified. 


For this reason God raised Him (Jesus) to the highest 
place above, and gave Him the Name that is greater 
than any other name. And so, in honour of the Name of 
Jesus, all beings in heaven, on earth and in the world 


below will fall on their knees...' 


All the people of Israel, then, ought to know for sure 
that it is this Jesus, whom you nailed to the cross, that 


God has made Lord and Messiah.? 


I advise every believing Christian to stop alleging that Acts 
2:38 has to be read through Matthew 28:19. This is a 
theological stance that erupted in the nineteen-sixties, and it is 
surely not biblical. It does not make sense; else the apostles 
would have practised the baptismal act in this way too. It is 
therefore not those who follow Peter’s command to be 
baptised in the Name of Jesus, who err, but all who persistently 
pursue the apostate tradition. Remember that the New 


Testament was compiled in Catholic ranks and just as 1 John 


1 Phil. 2:9-10 (GNB) 
2 Acts 2:36 (GNB) 
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5:7 was added to the New Testament so could Matthew 28:19 
also, in like manner, have been formulated or altered 
(although it seems more possible that this command 


originated before the Sea of Rome acquired absolute power). 


1 John 5:7 was indeed added to the Bible as this scripture has 
been omitted from improved translations. Compare the old 
versions with current translations and the difference would be 
clear. How did this happen? Desiderius Erasmus (1466 - 1536), 
the famous Renaissance Danish humanist and theologian was 
ordered by the Pope to review the translation then in use. 


Bainton’ says: 


Two outright omissions blew up a storm. The most 
serious one that of the verse traditionally used to 
support the Trinity. The verse is 1 John 5:7 “For there 
are three that bear witness in heaven, the Father, the 


Word and the Holy Spirit and these three are one. 
The Greek manuscripts accessible to Erasmus lacked verse 7 


and gave verse 8 in the form: 


There are three witnesses, the Spirit, the water and the 


blood and these three agree. 


1 Bainton p. 136 
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Erasmus proved that 1 John 5:7 does not appear in the original 
Greek manuscripts. This discovery was naturally a shocking 
surprise to the Pope as this was the only scripture that 


supported Matthew 28:19. 


Throughout the ages, strong opposition to the Name of Jesus 
has been prevalent in traditional Christian churches. I feel 
those who are accustomed to Matthew 28:19 must look 
objectively at this very important issue. Jesus redeemed the 
world. Through His stripes we are healed;' through His death, 
we will be resurrected unto eternal life; as He was raised from 
the dead, so will we.? We will appear before Him who will 
judge us on the Day of Judgment.? How will we be able to 
appear before Him if we now reject His Name in baptism 


which is so essential to eternal life? 


Since the Name of Jesus was removed from the sacraments, 
Christianity has lost its power and many errors have made an 


impact on the faith. Rightly the apostle Jude said 


...and reject Jesus Christ our only Master and Lord.4 


1 Isa. 53 
21Cor.15 

32 Cor. 4 

4 Jude 1:4 (GNB) 
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In other words, the apostate sects which had already come into 
existence in the early part of Christianity deviated from the 
truth and turned against Jesus by denying His Name. Today, 
the opposition is still prevailing against His Name in baptism 
because the whole world is following the beast,! from whose 
ranks the trinitarian formula emanated. This idea had gone 
forth into the world, contaminated Christianity and had done 
serious injustice to the Suffering Name in which God has 


vested His Power unto salvation.’ 


If we cannot bear the baptism in the Name of Jesus, we also 
reject the apostles who were chosen to carry out the gospel of 
Jesus. They baptised only in the Name of Jesus, the Saviour and 


the Redeemer. We read in Revelation:? 


The city's wall was built on twelve foundation stones, 
on which were written the names of the twelve apostles 


of the Lamb. 


They were the twelve stones. If we are therefore baptised like 
them, we cannot be accused of contempt for the Son of God. 


Paul wrote to the Galatians: 


1 Rev. 13:3 
2 Col. 1:18; Acts 4:12 
3 Rev. 21:14 (GNB) 
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I did not receive it (he is referring to the gospel) from 
any human being, nor did anyone teach it to me. It was 


Jesus Christ himself who revealed it to me! 


Therefore, there remains for every Christian the following 


command from the apostle of Jesus: 


Everything you do or say, then, should be done in the 
name of the Lord Jesus, as you give thanks to God the 
Father.? 


SUMMARY 


e The apostles John, Peter and Paul regarded Jesus as the 
cornerstone of God’s building. 

e The truth was exchanged for a lie. The apostate sects 
rejected the Name of Jesus. 

e Early Christians regarded the Name of Jesus as a token of 
ownership. 

e The baptism in the Name of Jesus proclaims the death and 


resurrection of Jesus.? 


1 Gal. 1:12 (GNB) 
2 Col. 3:17 (GNB) 
3 Rom. 6:4 
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CHAPTER XIV 


ERNEST CALL TO BRING THE NAME OF JESUS BACK INTO 


THE GOSPEL 


Christianity, stop and think! Why did Peter, under the 
inspiration of the Holy Spirit, give a command to Christians to 
be baptised in the Name of Jesus, and if Peter erred, why did 
Jesus then work so many miracles through him? Why did Jesus 
not tell Peter that he was baptizing the wrong way? We never 
read that in the Acts or the Epistles. We do, however, see the 
rise of the apostate sects and their rejection of the Name of 
Jesus. Why was he (Peter) among all the other apostles chosen 


to lead Jesus' flock?! 


Just think how Peter died for Jesus. Are we prepared to 
dedicate our lives to God as Peter did? As we are aware, he was 
crucified upside-down. All the apostles of Jesus died in 
martyrdom and many of their followers went the same way. 
Roman emperors were worshipped and because Jesus was 
regarded as a threat to their supreme position, Christians were 


required to curse Jesus, the dead Jew. However, they preferred 


1John 21; Acts 2:38 
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martyrdom instead. Why? Because they knew that Jesus was 
alive. He was not just a dead Jew. He was resurrected. He was 
also that holy Jesus who died on the cross regardless of all the 
false testimonies brought in against Him. So, you and I are 


called on to honour Jesus and to follow Jesus and His apostles. 
There is a song that goes: 


Ihave suffered for you, what do you suffer for Me? 


Yes, how did Jesus suffer on Calvary to set us free from Satan's 
power? He said: “You will be hated for my Name's sake.” How 
many are still hated for the Name of Jesus? Surely those who 
baptise in the Name of Jesus are often ridiculed and rejected by 


fellow Christians. 


Many assert that Jesus concluded His earthly ministry with 
Matthew 28:19. Once again objectivity in our reasoning is 
necessary. Why did Luke in the Acts of the apostles record how 
Jesus instructed his apostles for forty days on everything 
regarding the Kingdom of God and elected them to carry out 
the gospel? Would Jesus not have informed Peter about the 
baptism, an act which was as necessary for a convert as was 
the cross for Jesus? Why did Peter readily answer without 


hesitation? 
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...be baptised in the Name of Jesus Christ, so that your 


sins will be forgiven... 


if the name in baptism was insignificant? 


Jesus took leave of His apostles on the Mount of Olives. They 
were His emissaries. They were the ones that Jesus sent into 
the world to bring His gospel to the world to establish the 
kingdom in His Name. The kingdom of God, the new and 
better covenant in the Name of Jesus the Christ, the Son of 


God. Luke records it as follows: 


But when the Holy Spirit comes upon you, you will be 
filled with power, and you will be witnesses for me in 
Jerusalem, in all of Judea and Samaria, and to the ends 
of the earth. After saying this, he was taken up to 
heaven as they watched him, and a cloud hid him from 


their sight.’ 


Christians ask: why did God allow apostate ideas to reach such 
great proportions without intervention? But have we thought 
that if no controversies or wrong teachings manifested in the 


early church, then the written epistles would perhaps never 


1 Acts 1:8-9 (GNB) 
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have seen the light? The apostles did warn against apostasy 


especially the apostle Paul. 


Could the blood of animals have wrought salvation? No, 
therefore God did not spare His own Son but allowed Him to be 
crucified as the true Passover Lamb.’ Look at the sacrificial 
death of Jesus on the cross of Calvary. Does he not deserve our 
devotion? We would have been lost in sin had it not been for 
redemption brought by Jesus on the cross of Calvary. No other 
Name can save. Satan and his demons tremble at the mention 
of this beautiful glorious New Testament Name. Paul writes to 


the Colossians: 


In union with Christ you were circumcised, not with the 
circumcision that is made by human beings, but with 
the circumcision made by Christ, which consists of 
being freed from the power of this sinful self. For when 
you were baptized, you were buried with Christ, and in 
baptism you were also raised with Christ through your 
faith in the active power of God, who raised him from 
death. You were at one time spiritually dead because of 
your sins and because you were Gentiles without the 


Law. But God has now brought you to life with Christ. 


1 Ex. 24:7 
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God forgave us all our sins; he canceled the unfavorable 
record of our debts with its binding rules and did away 
with it completely by nailing it to the cross. And on that 
cross Christ freed himself from the power of the 
spiritual rulers and authorities; he made a public 
spectacle of them by leading them as captives in his 


victory procession.! 


Jesus will rule as God’s chosen king.” He will be known by His 
new Name, that is, His Suffering Name. According to the 
author of the Letter to the Hebrews, we will see clearly what 


position Jesus occupied with His Father in His pre-existence. 


Jesus conquered Satan on Calvary. Jesus alone paid the price 
for the ransom of fallen man. As a token of our obedience to 
God and as proof of our faith in Christ's sacrificial death on 
Calvary, I feel that we are obliged to be baptised in the Name of 
Jesus. Through baptism, we are given a passport to eternal life. 


Without the baptism, we hope in vain.? 


Many Christians ask: what will become of those Christians 
who were baptized in the past differently? I can only refer to 


Peter’s statement: 


1 Col. 2:11-15 (GNB) 
2 Eze. 37:24 
3 Mark 16:16; Pet. 3:31 
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God has overlooked the times when people did not 
know, but now he commands all men everywhere to 


turn away from their evil ways.! 


Therefore, from now on give honour to the highest Name in 
heaven and on earth. By doing so, we bring Jesus back into the 


Gospel which was initiated through His suffering. 


If we honour the Name of Jesus in baptism, we bring glory to 
God. If we do not honour Jesus in baptism, we disregard what 


God had purposed in and through His Son Jesus Christ. 


I wish to summarize my petition for a reversion to the roots of 


Christianity as follows: 


e The apostles of Jesus practised baptism only in the 
redeeming Name of Jesus Christ. For them the preaching of 
the gospel in the Name of Jesus was of utmost importance 
because they maintained that the resurrection unto life 
was brought about through the suffering of Jesus; 
therefore, the power unto salvation was vested in Him. 

e Just as the priests in the Old Testament had poured the 
blood of the sacrificial dove on the scapegoat thereby 


symbolising that the goat was to carry the sins of the 


1 Acts 17:30 (GNB) 
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people, so were the sins and the blemishes of the world 
placed on Jesus. He became the true Passover Lamb who 
reconciled us unto His Father. 

e According to Peter, the Ark of Noah is a symbol of baptism. 
The Ark housed eight people and they were all saved. In like 
manner, Jesus Christ, the Son of the Living God, was 
launched on the sea of human masses! as the Ark of 
Salvation and if the baptism is compared with the ark, then 
we have to be baptised in the Name of Jesus, to enter into 
the Ark of Salvation. My advice to a sinking, troubled world 
is: take refuge in the Ark of Salvation; be clothed with the 
Name of Jesus and be saved. Make sure that you have Jesus 
and therefore do not reject the baptism in the Name of 
Jesus any longer. The Name of Jesus is a rock wherein we 
can hide in times of tribulation and anxiety. The baptism in 
the Name of Jesus is that garment we will have to put on if 
we want to be invited to the marriage feast of the lamb and 
if we want to be part of the bride of Jesus Christ. He has a 
Name, and we should honour His Name. I cannot stress it 


enough. 


1 Rev. 17:15 
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WHERE TWO OR THREE ARE GATHERED IN My NAME 


It is remarkable that Jesus had uttered these words even before 
his Name was proclaimed by His apostles as the Redeeming 
Name.! Did He know and thus foresaw, that there would come 
a time when few would still believe in his Name? How many 
are there who still gather in the Name of Jesus where 
everything, including baptism, is done in His Name? Is it not 


just the proverbial two or three? 


There are, however, signs that Ephesians 1:10 is gradually 
coming into fulfilment. God is indeed at work in His 
assemblies. The idea that Jesus must get the honour He 
deserves, is slowly but steadily gaining ground.” I thank God! 
May it come with a flood that none can bring to a halt. Far too 
long have the sacraments been administered without giving 
honour to the Name of Him who wrought salvation for all 


through His shed blood. 


According to Paul’s gospel, the time is now fast approaching 
when the Father will subjugate the entire universe to the reign 


of His Son.? Yes, He will reveal Himself unto Israel! and will 


1 Acts 4:12 
2 Col. 2:2-3 
3 Eph. 1:10 
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reign as the Messiah of God. Jesus will descend in Jerusalem, 
the city of God, the city where the Son of God was crucified, 
yes, the city whence Jesus made His departure and left with 
the promise to his disciples that he will return in like manner. 
The time is at hand. Therefore, let us honour the Suffering 
Name which God has chosen as the Name on which our 
redemption hinges, and which is supreme to every other 


Name.? 


If Christianity proclaims that Jesus gave the baptismal 
command as it stands in Matthew 28:19, that is, in the Name 
of the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit, why would he 
have incriminated Himself? Did He not initiate the New 
Covenant and was it not the death of the Covenant Maker that 
announced the Law of Grace as Paul wrote to the Galatians? 
Was the New Covenant not linked to the Cross and, in return, 
was the Cross not linked to the water baptism? Whose Name 
did Jesus have in mind for the baptismal command in Matthew 
28:19? Did He have one name in mind for His Father, Himself 


and the Holy Spirit? 


1 Zech. 13:6 
2 Acts 4:12 
3 Eph. 1:21 
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Would the Name of Jesus in baptism not be more appropriate 
as the convert is truly buried with Jesus, the Son of the Living 


God.’ Let us, therefore, not grope in darkness. Paul says: 


That is why I run straight for the finishing line; that is 


why I am like a boxer, who does not waste his punches.” 


My prayer is that the eyes of many will be opened, and that 
Christians will be prepared to follow the Lamb wherever He 
leads. For those who have truly obeyed and did not deny the 


Name of Jesus, there will surely be a reward. 


1 Rom. 6:4 
2 1Cor. 9:26 (GNB) 


166 


And demons are helpless 
At the sound of that Name 
For they still remember 
Jesus put them to shame 
All hell just trembles 
For they must obey 
And heaven stands at attention 


When I mention that Name 


(David Ingles) 
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